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Cases Reported this Week. 


Clerke, Re, Clowes v. Clerke 

Fox (Pauper) v. Jolly 

Hammerton and Another v. Earl of Dysart and Another., 
Havana Exploration Co, (Lim), Re 

Petition of Right of X., Re , 

Safford’s Settlement, Re. Davies v. Burgess 

Tottenham Urban District Council v. Nielson & Co. 





Current Topics. 


The Real Property and Conveyancing Bill. 

WE nore with interest that Lord Hatpang has re-introduced 
the Real Property and Conveyancing Bill in the House of Lords, 
and it has been read a first time. There is no intention of pro- 
ceeding with it at present, but we are glad of this intimation 
that Lord Hatpang, who, with his drafting committee, has given 
so much time and trouble to the measure, retains his interest in 
it, and that in more propitious times it will have the benefit of his 
support and guidance. 


Sir James Murray, 

Worps Anp the meaning of words make so great a part of a 
lawyer’s life that it is fitting to express our regret at the death 
of Sir James Murray, the editor of the English Dictionary. 
Etymology, it has been said, is a very unsafe guide to mean- 
ing (Hext y. Gill, 7 Ch. App., p. 705n). This may be so, but 
a dictionary meaning is not necessarily the etymological mean- 
ing, and dictionaries have always been admitted to assist the 
Court when in doubt. In 1608, in Matthew v. Purchins 
(Cro, Jao, 203), the dictionary of THomas THomasius was 
used to shew the meaning of no/ilis, where it was set down for 
THOMAS THOMASIUS is, so 


carried on by Dr. Jonnson, and after the great doctor—not to 
spes ak of other lexicographers before and since—came the 
eminent scholar who has just passed away, and who was widely 
known, and by many held in great affection and esteem, as 
Dr. Murray before his services were recognized by the honour 
of knighthood. The Times notice of him (27th inst.) says 
that the Dictionary has been frequently quoted and used in 
Parliament, and that it was no uncommon thing for him to re- 
ceive telegrams from the Law Courts asking for an immediate 
decision or advice as to the use of some special term. This we 
cannot verify, but every student and lawyer knows the advan- 
tage of being able to consult the great work which Sir James 
Murray began some forty years ago, and which, working 
unremittingly, he nearly lived to complete. On those who 
were priviles »ged to know him before he became absorbed in his 
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task, his keen interest in life and sincerity of character 
made a lasting impression. We are glad to pay a tribute 
founded on respect for the man as much as for his work. 


Adjournment of Parliament. 


FRoM THE nature of certain comments in the daily press, it 
would seem that a good deal of misapprehension exists in some 
quarters on the difference between the adjournment and the 
prorogation of a session. The prorogation of Parliament is an 
act of the Crown, which terminates the session so prorogued, 
with the result that all Bills not passed through both Houses 
automatically lapse. On the other hand, an adjournment on the 
part of either House is merely a postponement of business for 
a definite time; either House can so adjourn quite independ 
ently of the other, and business is only interrup‘ed, not ter- 
minated. ‘The former is an exercise of the Royal Prerogative, 
the latter is the act of one or both Houses, and is effected by 
means of aresolution. The Crown, itis true, has by a convention 
of the Constitution, although not in strict law, a means of 
bringing about an adjournment. It can signify its pleasure 
that both Houses should adjourn ; but the last instance of the 
practice occurred in 1814 (May’s Parliamentary Practice, 
11th edition, 467). Both in the case of adjournment and in the 
case of prorogation, a definite date for the reopening of Parlia- 
ment must be fixed, but a further prorogation postponing the 
reassembly can be effected in the interval by Royal Proclamation 
(Prorogation Act, 1867, s. 1). But it is not in the least necessary, 
as is assumed in certain quarters at present, that Parliament must 
remain in abeyanee until the date fixed, whether by adjourn- 
ment or prorogation. The Crown has statutory power at any 
moment, on the advice of the Privy Council, to issue a Proclama- 
tion commanding the Houses to meet on a day named therein, 
and not less than six days from the date of the Proclamation 
(Meeting of Parliament Act, 1870, s. 2). In certain cases, 
curious!y enough, where Parliament adjourns cr stands prorogued 
for more than ten days, there is a statutory obligation on the 
Crown to issue a Proclamation summoning both Houses within 
ten days (Territorial and Reserve Forees Act, 1907); this obliga- 
tion arises whenever the Reserve is called up and the Territorial 
Force embodied. But, as both these events happened last year, 
it has no bearing on the present situation. It will thus be seen 
that there is no legal substance in the fears entertained in certain 
quarters that a six weeks’ interruption of our legislators’ activi- 
ties prevents the summoning of Parliament before the expiry 
of that date, should emergencies arise which require its action. 


British Liens on Enemy Cargo. 


Tues will be no surprise that the Judicial Committee (Times, 
29th inst.) has affirmed the decision of Sir Samus. Evans in 
The Cargo ex Odessa, and has held that a lien of a British 
subject on captured cargo is extinguished by the capture. The 
rule that capture of a ship gives the captor a right paramount 
to that of mortgagees was acted on by the President in The 
Marie Glaeser (59 Souicirors’ JouRNAL, 8: 1914, P. 218), and 
though at the time we criticized the rule on its merits, we 
recognized that it was in accordance wth authorities which 
commenced in Lord Stowetu’s time, and are to be found in 
the United States and elsewhere during the last century (58 
Sonicrrors’ JouRNAL, p. 833). The case of a lien on captured 
cargo follows the same rule, and a British or neutral subject 
loses his property because in time of peace he had transactions 
with one who is now an enemy. That this is all wrong has 
been recognized by the establishment of a Prize Claims Com- 
mittee, whose business it is to apply equity to the harsh law of 
the Prize Court. But it is to be regretted that the Prize Court 
could not itself introduce the necessary amendment, and place 
the rights of captors on a reasonable basis. In fairness and 
common sense there is no reason why these should prevail over 
the rights of neutrals or of British subjects. 


Free Houses and Increased Licence Duties. 


Tue Court of Appeal (Times, 24th inst.) has reversed the 
p- 651), in Bodega Co. vy. 


decision of ASTBURY, da. (ante, 


’ 


Martin as to the meaning of “‘ grantor ’’ in section 2 of the 
Finance Act, 1912. Under that section the lessee of a free 
public-house is entitled to recover a certain proportion of the 
increase in the licence duties under the Finance Act, 1910, 
from the grantor of the lease. The strictness with which 
section 2 is to be construed is illustrated by the former decision 
in Bodega Co. y. Read (1914, 2 Ch. 757) with respect to the 
same premises, where the ‘‘ grantor of the lease ’’ was held to 
mean the original grantor, and not the reversioner for the time 
being; and in another aspect by the recent decision of the 
House of Lords in Watney & Co. v. Berners (ante, p. 492) 
that ‘‘ lessee ’’ includes intermediate lessees, notwithstanding 
the arithmetical difficulties caused by the failure of the Legis- 
lature to shew how the deductions are to be ascertained ag 
between successive lessees. But in Bodega Co. v. Martin, 
Asrtsury, J., thought it was still open to him to look for the 
actual beneficial owner of the premises at the time the lease 
was granted, and to call him the grantor for the purpose of the 
section, notwithstanding that the grant is actually made by 
a person who happens to hold the legal estate as security under 
a financial arrangement for developing the premises. The 
defendant had advanced money for this purpose, and had 
granted the lease in accordance with the arrangement under 
which he came into the transaction, but he had been paid off, 
and had ceased to have any interest in the premises. ASTBURY, 
J., held that he was not liable to contribute as the ‘‘ grantor ”’ 
of the lease to the increase in the licence duties, and as a matter 
of justice and common sense this is obviously right. But the 
Court of Appeal has adhered, as in Bodega Co. v. Read 
(supra), to the strict meaning of the term. He is grantor of 
the lease who, under his hand and seal, creates the term of 
years which is its subject matter. The reasoning is as clear 
as the result is absurd. It is understood that an amendment 
of section 2 will be proposed by the next Revenue Bill, but it is 
unlikely that all the mischief caused by the careless drafting of 
the section will be cured. 


Requisition of Goods pendente contractu. 

AN INTERESTING point as to the rules governing performance 
of a contract to sell goods when, pending completion, the goods 
are requisitioned by the War Office under its statutory powers 
came before the Divisional Court in Shipton, Anderson A Co. v. 
Harrison Brothers & Co. (Times, 24\h inst.). The subject-matter 
of the contract was a quantity of wheat which, on 8th September 
of last year, was lying in a Liverp»ol warehouse, and which on , 
that date was requisitioned by the Government by a written notice 
as required by the Army (Supply and Storage of Food) Act, 1914. 
Now six days before this happened, the owners had sold it under 
a written contract, but had not given the buyers the delivery 
order required to withdraw the wheat from its warehouse. The 
buyers claimed damages for non-delivery, on the ground that a 
contract to sell specific goods already in existence is absolute in 
its terms ; the vendors warrant that they can and will perform it, 
and run the risk of any subsequent event which renders 
performance imp ssible. To this the vendors made two replies. 


In the first place they alleged that the property in the 
goods, although not the possession, had passed t» the 
buyers on 2nd September, the date of the contract, 
and tbat therefore the buyers must take the risk of 


their destruction ‘or loss pending delivery, although the sellers 
retain possession as the buyers’ hailee. This, of course, is the 
ordinary rule on a bargain and sale of specific goods, as opposed 
to an agreement to sell future or unascertained goods; the 
contract is a conveyance and the property vests at once in the 
purchaser. But section 18,r. i, of the Sale of Goods Act, 
1893, excludes this principle where the seller has retained the 
jus disponendi, or right to dispose of the goods ; then the property 
and the risk remain with bim until delivery ; and in the present 
case the Court found on the facts that the vendors had reserved 
the right of disposal, so that the property had not passed to and 
was not at the risk of the buyers. But the vendors had a second, 
and stronger, defence. They pleaded that the seizure of the 
goods by Government was an Act of State, which terminated 





any executory contract concerning the goods which had not 
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been completed at the date of seizure, and so excused the 
vendors from the duty of performing such contract. Bailey v. di 
Crespigny (L. R. 4Q. B. 180), we need hardly say, is the great 
authority for this a, and the Court held that it governed 
the present case. Hence the exercise by the Crown of its right 
to requisition the goods excused the vendors from any further 
performance of their contractual duty. 


The Juryman’s Point of View. 


JUDGES AND advocates alike, we fear, are rather apt to forget 
that juries are composed of human beings deeply anxious to see 
justice done ; they are not machines whose function merely consists 
in deciding questions of fact submitted to them, and whose interest 
in a case ends when they have given their replies. On the 
contrary, a juryman feels rather strongly on matters of natural 
justice, and resents being foreed——by some technicality he can 
not appreciate—into giving a verdict which he believes to be 
untrue and unjust. Such is the moral we draw from the recent 
little breeze between Ripiey, J., and the foreman of tiie jury 
in London C.C. v. Selfridge (Ltd.) (Times, 28th inst.). The London 
County Council sued the well-known Oxford Strest firm on an 
alleged verbal contract made for the firm by an agent ; the defend- 
ants pleaded that the contract as made was unauthorized by them, 
and that the contract they did authorize was subject to a con- 
dition which had not been fulfilled. When the case for the 
plaintiff was concluded, counsel for the defence wished to address 
judge and jury in support of his plea, but was at once stopped 
by the learned Judge, who said the case was clear, that he 
would not allow more time to be wasted on it, that the plaintiffs 
succeeded on the admission of the defendants, and that he 
would hold there was no evidence to go to the jury in 
favour of the defence. Counsel then, to safeguard his right 
of appeal, asked the Judge to submit certain questions of 
fact to the jury, but his lordship refused to submit any 
of them, and directed the jury to find a verdict for the 
plaintiffs. Now, a jury never really understand why a case 
should be withdrawn from their consideration on the ground that 
there is “no evidence.” They have listened all day to 
hali a dozen witnesses, and how, they think, can there be “ no 
evidence.” This is so even whon they are directed to find for 
the defendant ; but when they are directed to find for the 
plaintiff without hearing the defendant, the case always seems 
to the juryman a “travesty of justice.” The jury in the pre:ent 
ease evidently thought so, and the foreman, on their behalf, ex- 
pressed their opinion. Of course, he should have been more 
respectful, but the learned Judge had exhibited an impatience to 
dispose of the case, which made the foreman’s feelings not unnatural. 
Now, in such a case, a sympathetic judge would have explained to 
the jury the legal reason for the proceeding he had adopted. 
Instead of doing so, his lordskip appears to have told the jury, 
with some impatience, that they had “no business to interfere 
with him,” and ordered the foreman out of eourt. But this 
unsympathetic way of treating a jury, whose only fault was an 
excessive resentment of what appeared to them an injustice, really 
ignores what is the common justification for trial by jury. We 
may suggest, without disrespect, that they are intended on ques- 
tions of fact to correct the idiosyncrasies of the Judge, and if they 
sometimes want to encroach on his legal province, they are simply 


reviving a time-honoured struggle and should be warned off 


without undue severity. 


A Novel Revival of Religious Disabilities. 


OUR PRESENT-DAY legal world is a strange mosaic of modern 
ideas and ancient abuses, and from time to time the spectator 
is startled by the unexpected revival of some old-world super- 
stition which he had imagined to be as extinct as the Great Auk. 
Such an anachronism is afforded by the astonishing conduct of 
the senior counsel to the Treasury at the Old Bailey, who last 
week challenged a juryman on the ground that he was an 
agnostic and therefore unfitted to sit on a jury in‘an important 
criminal trial! What happened, as reported in the daily press, was 
this. In a trial for felony at the Central Criminal Court, before 
Mr. Commissioner RentouL, a juryman who was about to be 





sworn asked leave to affirm. Now, section 1 of the Oaths Act, 
1888, which ended the BraDLAUGH struggle, allows to persons 
who have no religious belief the privilege of aflirming, 
instead of swearing, which, prior to that date, was confined to 
Quakers. Before 1888, indeed, no agnostic—unless he chose to 
take an oath—could perform any legal part which requires the 
ceremony of an oath ; he could not even be a witness, since the 
test of competency to speak the truth was held to be the belief 
in a God who would punish the perjured ((Omichund v. Barker, 
Willes, 538). But since 1888 the unbeliever can affirm, 
and the recognition of this right by the Legislature 
clearly implies that the holding of agnostic or other unorthodox 
views is not regarded as unfitting the holder for the conscien- 
tious performance of his duty towards ‘his neighbour. Yet when 
the juryman at the Old Bailey asked leave to aflirm on this 
ground, prosecuting counsel actually challenged his fitness to 
serve. In felony trials, of course, the right to challenge a certain 
number of jurors is absolute, and no reason is necessary, whereas 
in the case of misdemeanour a valid ground of objection must 
be shewn. Hence the Judge had to allow the objection; but 
he went on to say that he ‘approved of it! Thus Judge and 
counsel both supported the revival ef what we can only regard 
as a mediwval prejudice. Do Judge Renrout and Mr. Muir 
really consider that Socrates, JOHN STUART MILL, and CHARLES 
Darwin—not to mention eminent living porsons—-were 
rendered by their religious agnosticism incapable of doing 
justice between man and man? Incidents of this kind are likely 
to encourage the view that affirmation instead of an oath should 
prevail in all cases, 








Appropriation of Land for Military 
Purposes. 


In A recent case, heard in camerd, Avonry, J., decided that 
where the Crown takes possession of private lands for military 
purposes no compensation can be claimed as of right in legal 
proceedings, although the case isa proper one for the voluntary 
assessment of compensation by the Parliamentary Committee 
established for that purpose. This decision, which has been 
affirmed by the Court of Appeal (/’e a Petition of Right of X, 
Times, 23rd inst.), is inno way surprising ; indeed, Sir JOUN 
Simon pointed out that this was the legal position under the 
Defence of the Realm Act when it passed through the House of 
Commons, and it was to meet the objections raised to this 
arbitrary power that the Compensation Committee was appointed. 
But Avory, J., and the Court of Appeal have not rested their 
decision solely on the statute ; it has been held that at common 
law in times of war the Royal Prerogative includes a right to 
enter, without the payment of damages— since there is no violation 
of legal right—lands occupied by subjects so far as is necessary 
for the defence of the realm. The existence of this right at 
common law is undoubted, but it bad long been regarded as 
obsolete, since the last case of its exercise occurred just three 
centuries ago, namely, the Magdalen College Case, 1615 (1 Roll. 
Rep, pp. 151-2). In that case the Crown entered on lands 
belonging to Magdalen College for the purpose of erecting forti- 
fications. In a slightly earlier case, the Case of Saltpetre (1606, 
12 Co. Rep., 12), the Crown successfully asserted a right to enter 
upon private lands for the purpose of digging saltpetre—an 
essential ingredient in the manufacture of the old gunpowder, 
now replaced by a chemical mixture, cordite, which contains no 
saltpetre. 

In the present case the private lands were not required either 
for the purpose of erecting fortifications or for the manufacture 
of gunpowder. They consisted of an aerodrome and its aviation 
plant. It was contended for the proprietors that, even if land 
can be seized without compensation for military purposes, yet 
the common law knew nothing of aeroplanes as military machines 
(or indeed in any other capacity), and that, therefore, the 
common law right could not extend to aerodromes. ‘The simple 
answer to such an argument, of course, is that given by the 
Court of Appeal in the analogous case of Mercer vy. Denne (1905, 
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2 Ch. 538), where a customary right to fishing nets—a right 
based on common law prescription from “time immemorial,” 1.¢., 
from the time of King Ricnarp I.—included within its scope 
modern drying nets of a kind unknown in the days of Cour 
de-Lien. Such rights must undergo a reasonable development in 
accordance with the changing conditions of each age. The 
Court took judicial notice of (1) the existence of a state of war, 
(2) the user of Zeppelins and airships to attack our coasts, and (3) 
the importance of aeroplanes in defence against these forms of 
invasion. That being so, the taking of an aerodrome was 
reasonably necessary for purposes of national defence. 

If, then, the prerogative claimed for the Crown still exists, it 
seems to be clear that it extends so as to include the rights 
objected to in Ie X’s Petition of ight. But is it not limited to a case 
of actual invasion? The Court of Appeal refused to regard it 
as so limited. ‘To postpone action,” said the Master of the 
Rolls, “ until the enemy had landed, or until the authorities 
were satisfied that a landing in a particular neighbourhood 
was imminent, would, or might be, fatal to the security of the 
realm.” 

Having thus decided that this prerogative is not obsolete, that 
it extends to the seizure of aerodromes, and that it can be 
exercised in time of war, whether or not actual invasion exists 
or is immediately threatened, the Court of Appeal had to con- 
sider whether a right to compensation can be claimed by 
the possessor of proprictary interests in the lands seized, either 
at common law or under the Defence of the Realm Act, 1914. 
At common law, of course, no such right existed. Nor does 
the statute expressly confer any in section 2 (which confers the 
powers relied on by the Crown), although, when dealing with a 
different subject matter in section 7, it expressly provides for 
compensation. The inference drawn by the Court is that no 
such right can be implied if the statute. It is otherwise if the 
lands are taken by the Secretary of State for War, either in 
peace time or during the continuance of war, under the powers 
conferred by the Defence Acts, 1842-73, or under the Military 
Lands Acts, 1892-1903; these statutes apply to such cases the 
compulsory purchase provisions of the Lands Clauses Act. But 
no such scheme is enacted or contemplated in the recent Defence 
of the Realm Act and its Regulations, so that it is not easy to 
read into the statute a right to compensation, however much 
natural justice or equity may prompt one to interpret it ina 
benevolent spirit. But, to quote a well-known epigram of 
Lord Bowen, courts of justice are apt to go wrong if they 
attempt to interpret statutes or decide pure questions of law 
in accordance with the principles of natural justice and equity. 


American War Documents. 


By the kindness of a correspondent we have been enabled to see 
an American collection* of the numerous documents up to the 
beginning of June affecting the relations between the United States 
and the belligerent States. Many of them are familiar here, and 
have been commented on, as they were issued,in these columns ; but, 
so far as we are aware, there is no publication here corresponding to 
that in America, and it may be convenient if we avail ourselves of 
it to give, without comment, a short summary of the contents of these 
important Notes. The American pamphlet commences with the 
documents relating to 7he Lusitania, andthe rest follow in sections 
dealing separately with Notes between the United States and the 
Allies, and the United States and Germany on various special points. 
For our present purpose it is better to adopt a chronological order. 
Great Britain's “ Military Area.”.—As we have frequently 
pointed out, the initial step in the infringements of the laws of war 
which have led to the present state of affairs was taken by Germany 
when, in the words of the Prime Minister on 16th November, 1914, 
she resorted to indiscriminate mine laying in the North Sea, outside 
territorial limits and along trade routes, without regard to peaceful 
shipping and without warning, thus violating the Hague (1907) 
Convention, VIII. Great Britain replied at first by laying a mine- 
field across the southern portion of the North Sea in such a way 
as to guard the approaches to the English Channel, and due public 





* Eagle Library, No. 1389 The United States and the War. President Wilson's 
Notes on The Lusitania, aud Germany's Reply. Di» lomaitic Correspondence between 
Germany, England, and the United States on Events Preceding the Sinking of The 
Lusitania with Decrees and Incidents Affecting American Lives, Property,and Rights 
in the War Zone. A Complete Oificla' Record. Bro kilyn Daily Eagle, Brooklyn, New 
York, 25 cents. 





notice wasgiven. In the last week of October the Germans suc- 
ceeded in laying a minefield off the North coast of Ireland, on the 
main trade route from America to Liverpool, via the North coast 
of Ireland, with resulting loss of merchant ships and their crews. 
These, Mr. Asquiru said, could only have been laid by a mer- 
chant vessel under a neutral flag, and Great Britain thereupon 
declared the whole North Sea a military area, and restricted 
ships crossing it to a narrow passage along which the strictest super- 
vision could be exercised. The obiect, as stated by the Prime 
Minister, was to prevent goods from reaching the enemy, which 
would increase his power in the war. 

The United States’ Protest against Seizures.—On 26th December, 
1914, was issued the United States’ protest against the seizure and 
detention of American ships trading in absolute or conditional con- 
traband to neutral ports on suspicion that their cargoes had an 
ultimate destination to Germany. It was claimed that mere 
suspicion—such as arose from consignment “to order”—was not 
enough, but that the enemy destination must be proved ; and it 
was alleged that the British policy was destroying American trade. 
To thisSir Epwarp Grey sent a preliminary replyon 7th January, 
1915, and a further reply on 10th Fava. In the former he gave 
figures to shew that the position as to damage to American trade 
had been misstated. The exports from New York to Denmark, Sweden, 
Norway, Italy, and Holland in November, 1914, were in the aggregate 
vastly greater than in November, 1913. As to Holland, there was a 
slight drop, but the others, and in particular Denmark, shewed an 
enormous increase. ‘These figures did not touch cotton, and 
as to that Sir Eowarp Grey said, “ His Majesty’s Government have 
been most careful not to interfere with cotton, and its place on the 
free list has been scrupulously maintained. . .. On every occasion 
when questioned on the point His Majesty’s Government have 
stated their intention of adhering to this practice.” From 
ith August to 3rd January the number of steamships proceeding 
from the United States to the five countries just named was 773, 
out of which forty-five had had consignments or cargoes placed 
in the Prize Court, while of the ships themselves only eight had 
been placed in the Prize Court, and one of these had since been 
released. But the bringing of vessels into port was necessary for 
purpose of examination, since concealed contraband could not be 
discovered at sea, und the sole object of interference with neutral 
shipping was to stop contraband destined for the enemy. In the 
further Note of 10th February Sir Epwarp Grey went at length 
into the effect of the war on American trade and the alterations in 
procedure which new conditions of warfare had necessitated. As 
regards American trade, the adverse effects of the war were practi- 
cally limited to cotton, and the drop in the exports of this was not 
due to the hostile action of British warships. Imports of cotton to 
the United Kingdom fell as heavily as those to other countries. 
Moreover, as said before, Great Britain was not interfering with 
cotton. “The rules,” said Sir Epbwarp Grey, “under which we are 
at present conducting our belligerent operations give us no power in 
the absence of a blockade to seize or interfere with it when on its 
way to a belligerent country in neutral ships. Consequently, no 
cotton has been touched.” Trade difficulties were, in fact, largely 
due to the diminution in shipping consequent on the disappearance 
of German ships from the seas. As regards the detention of cargoes 
on suspicion, Sir Epwarp Grey referred to the practice of the 
United States during the Civil War, when, in order to prevent goods 
reaching the enemy, it was found necessary to rely on any evidence 
available, and not only on that afforded by the ship’s papers (see 
The Bermuda, 3 Wall. 515). The increased facilities provided by 
modern shipping for trade with the enemy through neutral 
contiguous countries had, in fact, as the United States had found, 
made the doctrine of continuous voyage a natural development of 
the law of contraband, and full opportunity for redress for improper 
interference with neutral shipping was provided by the procedure of 
our Prize Courts. 

The German War Zone Decree.—This Decree was issued on 4th 
February, and by it the waters surrounding Great Britain and 
Ireland, including the whole English Channel, were declared to be a 
war zone. On and after 18th February, enemy merchant ships would 
be destroyed without its being always possible to avert danger to 
crews and passengers ; and in consequence of the misuse by Great 
Britain of neutral flags and of the accidents of naval war, neutral 
ships might also suffer the same fate. A route north of the Shetland 
Islands, and thence through the North Sea and along the Nether- 
lands coast, was stated to be free from danger. The Decree 
was accompanied by a memorandum explaining that it was 4 
retaliatory measure rendered necessary by the means employed by 
England, contrary to international law, in intercepting neutral 
maritime trade with Germany. The specific breaches of law alleged 
were (1) the extension of the contraband list to articles not at all, 
or only very indirectly, capable of use in war ; (2) the obliteration 
of the distinction between absolute and conditional contraband by 
confiscating all articles of conditional contraband destined for 
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Germany without regard to their port of unloading or to their dis” | 


tinction for uses of war or peace ; (3) the violation of the Declaration 
of Paris by capturing on neutral ships German property which 
was not contraband; and (4) by establishing in effect, under the 
declaration of the North Sea as a war area, a blockade of 
neutral coasts and ports. These, it was said, were measures 
aimed not at German military operations, but at the reduction 
of the German people by famine, and Germany complained 
that neutral Powers had acquiesced, and had even assisted, 
the British plan by prohibiting the export and transit of goods 
destined for peaceful purposes in Germany. Great Britain invoked 
its vital interests as an excuse for methods of waging war of any 
description, and Germany, for the same reason, retaliated by 
declaring the British waters as a war zone. To this the United 
States replied by a Note of 10th February, pointing out that, as 
regards neutral vessels, the right of a belligerent was, in the absence 
of an actual blockade, limited to visit and search, and no neutral 
ship could be interfered with till its character had thus been 
definitely ascertained. There had been, on the part of the United 
States, no acquiescence or participation in measures restrictive of 
neutral trade. And the Note ae with the statement that the 
United States would hold Germany to “ strict accountability ” for 
any destruction on the high seas of an American vessel or the 
lives of American citizens. To this Germany replied by a Note of 
16th February, again alleging England’s prevention of all supplies to 
Germany, with the toleration, tacit or protesting, of neutrals ; 
while England, with the indulgence of neutral Governments, was 
being provided with goods of all kinds, whether free, or absolute or 
conditional contraband ; in particular, Germany pointed to the trade 
in arms between American manufacturers and Germany’s enemies. 
Neutrals failed to assert their right to trade with Germany, whereas 
they freely tolerated trade in contraband with England. In this 
situation Germany was compelled to meet “ England’s murderous 
method of conducting maritime war with drastic counter-measures.” 
She would, like England, appeal to famine as an ally, and 
she assumed that neutral Governments would not — the 
forcible suppression of the trade in arms. Hence she had declared 
the war zone, notwithstanding that it menaced without discrimina- 
tion all trade within the prescribed area. The safest way of avoiding 
danger was for neutral vessels to stay away from the area of maritime 
war. The German Government had given warning and declined 
responsibility for accidents. Such accidents, it was urged, were 
rendered inevitable by the misuse of neutral flags and the arming of 
British merchant ships. In view of possible attacks from a disguised 
merchant ship, a German submarine could not run the risk of con- 
ducting a search. ‘To some extent America might avert the risk of 
accident by the use of convoys—though not as regards mines. 
Germany was fighting for her very existenee, and she urged America 
to induce her enemies to observe the Declaration of London, and 
thus render possible for Germany the legitimate supply of foodstuffs 
and industrial raw materials. 

The Use of Neutral Flags, The Wilhelmina and the William P. 
Frye.—We can only refer shortly to the Notes between the United 
States and Great Britain as to the use of neutral flags. The United 
States (10th February) —— that, in view of the German policy 
of sinking ships at sight, this endangered American and did not 
protect British ships ; Sir Epwarp Grey answered (19th Febru 
ary) that there was no danger if Germany fulfilled her obligation to 
ascertain definitely the nationality and character of a merchant 
vessel by visit and search; and Great Britain had always, when 
neutral, allowed vessels of other States to use her flags as a protec- 
tion. And we can only just refer to the corresponience (15th 
and 19th February) on the seizing of the grain ship, The 
Wilhelmina. This was done on the ground that Germany had 
by decree ot 25th January placed all imported grain and flour 
under direct Government or municipal control. The decree in this 
respect was repealed on 6th February, but the effect was 
for a Prize Court to determine. At the same time Sir Epwarp 
Grey recapitulated the attacks on the East Coast watering places, 
and the savagery in Belgium and France, and claimed the right to 
reply by making foodstuffs absolute contraband. In this place we 
may mention also the notes between the United States and German 
with reference to the sinking of Zhe William P. Frye on 28th 
January: Germany claimed to refer the matter to a Prize Court 
(31st March, 4th April, 28th April, 7th June).! 

Suggestions by United States for modification of German War Zone 
Decree.—By identical notes of 20th February to England and 
Germany, the United States made suggestions for relieving neutral 
ships from the dangers that threatened them. Both belligerents 
were to agree to restrictions as to the use of mines which should 
make them harmless to merchant vessels ; that neither would use 
submarines to attack merchant vessels of any nationality except to 
enforce the right of visit and search ; and that neither would use 
neutral flags for disguise. Further, Germany was to agree that 
importation of foodstuffs from the United States (and other neutral 


countries joining the arrangement) should be consigned to American 
agencies for distribution to non-combatants only; and Great 
Britain was to agree that foodstuffs should not be placed on the 
absolute contraband list, and that shipments made as just stated 
should not be interfered with. By a reply of Ist March, German 

gave a partial and conditional acceptance. She did not agree to all 
the restrictions as to mines, and insisted on the use of anchored mines 
for offensive and not only for defensive purposes ; the restriction of 
submarines in the first instance to visit and search was accepted, 
but only conditionally on the abandonment by Great Britain of the 
use of neutral flags and of the arming of merchantmen: there 
was no waiver of the claim to sink the vessel if its enemy character 
or the presence of contraband was ascertained; and the regulated 
import of foodstuffs was to be extended to raw material generally, 
The British reply was dated 15th March, after the German realy 
had been published, and, in view of its failure to give up the practice 
of sinking British merchant vessels by submarines, Sir Enwarp Grey 
considered a reply unnecessary. But he contrasted the observation of 
the laws of war and of the dictates of humanity by the British 
forces with the German atrocities in Belgium and Northern France, 
and in certain cases towards British prisoners ; with the German 
laying of mines on the high sees ; with the practice—regular and 
not merely exeeptional—of sinking British merehant vessels ; and 
with the attacks by warships and aircraft on unfortified places on 
the East Coast and consequent loss of life. And he justified the 
cutting off of food supplies from Germany as a recognized incident 
of blockade, a Mocha which had been effectively established by 
cruiser “cordon” controlling all passage to and from Germany by 
sea. Moreover, he pointed out that Prince Bismarck and Count 
Caprivi had recognized the propriety of shortening a war by pre- 
venting the import of food and raw produce into the enemy’s 


country. 
(T'o be continued), 
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Bankruptcy.—The Law of Bankruptcy and Bills of Sale, with 
an Appendix containing the Bankruptcy Act, 1914, the Bills of 
Sale Acts, 1878-1891, &e., &e. By Epwarp T, Bacpwiy, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law. Eleventh Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 30s. 

Procedure.—The Law of Procedure : A Handbook for Students 
and Practitioners. By W. Nempuarp Hispert, LL.D. (Lond.). 
Sir Isaac Pitman & Sons (limited). 5s. net. 

Canada Law Journal, July, 1915. Canada Law Book Co. 
(Limited), Toronto. 


An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


By Arruur L. B. Tuesicer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
(Cases decided since the last Epitome, page 395.) 
(Continued from page 648.) 

(4) DECISIONS AS TO AMOUNT OF COMPENSATION, 


Greenwood v. J. Nall & Co. (Limited) (C.A.: Lord Cozens- 
Hardy, M.R., Pickford and Warrington, L.JJ., 8th 
June, 1915). 

Facts.—A carter who had been employed by the respondent, and by 
no one else, for three years, was killed by accident. In the three years 
he had earned £169, but during the time he had, owing to illness and 
accidents, been absent from work for various periods, ranging from 
one day to six weeks, and amounting in all to six months. The 
county court judge awarded his widow £169. It was argued on appeal 
that the compensation should be 156 times the average weekly earnings 
arrived at by dividing £169 by 130, the number of weeks for which 
the carter actually worked. 

Deciston.—As the carter had been employed by the same employer 
in the same grade for three years, the right amount of compensatiomt 
was the wages actually received in that time. The average weekly 
earnings need not be considered. (From note taken in court. Case 
reported Soricrtors’ Journat, 26th June, 1915, p. 577; W. N., 19th 
June, 1915, p. 244; L. 7. newspaper, 19th June, 1915, p. 185; L. J. news 





paper, 19th June, 1915, p. 510.) 
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Roper v. Freke (C.A.: Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Pickford 
and Warrington, L.JJ., 8th and 18th June, 1915). 


The manager of a dairy was injured by accident. He was 
under a written contract in which he was described as 
and by which all his duties were to be performed under 
his employer's directions. In addition to wages he was allowed fuel 
and other extras, and a house and garden rent free. He brought, to 
assist him in the work, a boy to whom he paid 3s. 6d. a week, and 
two sisters to whom he paid 6s. and 2s. 9d. a week respectively. 
They all lived at the dairy house and he boarded them free. The 
county court judge held that the contract was one of service, and 
that the cost of employing the boy, but not the cost of employing 
and keeping the manager's sisters, ought to be deducted in calculating 
the weekly earnings. 

Decision.—The judge was right. Help given by the younger 
members of a family who all lived together should not be treated as 
a deduction from wages in the absence of an express contract. (rom 


Facts.- 
engaged 
** employee ’ 


note taken in court Case reported So.icrrors’ JOURNAL, 3rd July, 
1915, p. 596; L. 7’. newspaper, 26th June, 1915, p. 181; W. N., Srd 
July, 1915.) 

Griffiths v. W. Gilbertson & Co. (Limited) (C.A.: Lord 


Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Pickford and Warrington, L.JJ., 
llth June, 1915). 

Facrs.—A furnace man was injured by accident. The employers 
admitted liability, but disputed the amount of compensation payable. 
The workman had been employed by them in the same grade for 
a year before the accident, but that work had been interrupted by 
a dockers’ strike, and between Ist August and 7th October, 1914, 
during the first four weeks of which the employers’ works were 
closed, and during the remaining time only short time had been 
worked. The workman contended that these periods ought to be 
excluded in calculating the weekly earnings, as his absence from 
work has been dué to ‘* unavoidable cause’’ within Schedule I., 2 (c) 
of the Act. The county court judge excluded the strike period only, 
holding that the slackness of work in August and September was due 
to trade fluctuations which were independent of the war. 

Decis1ion.—The judge was right, and even if the slackness was due 
to the war such slackness during a war would not be abnormal. (/'rom 
note taken in court. Case reported W. N., 26th June, 1915, p. 253; 
L. J. newspaper, 3rd July, 1915, p. 334; LZ. 7. newspaper, 3rd July, 1915, 
p. 210.) 


(5) DECISIONS AS TO NOTICE OF ACCIDENT AND 
CLAIM FOR COMPENSATION. 
Fox v. Barrow Hamatite Steel Co. (Limited) (C.A.: Lord 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Pickford and Warrington, L.JJ., 
2nd June, 1915). 
A miner was injured on the 20th August, 1914, by a piece of 
His shift was nearly finished at the time, 
but all the work he could do was to help to push the tubs. He was 
unable to work the next day and bathed hi with a lotion. On 
the fourth day, being still unable to work, he saw a doctor, and again 
on the following day, on which for the first time he tried to give notice 
to the deputy, but found that he was away. Notice was not given until 
the 27th August. On the 29th August the eye became septic, and eventu 
ally he lost the sight of it. The county court judge held that, as the 
miner had been unable to go to work, the accident was not so trivial as 
to constitute reasonable cause for not giving notice of the accident as 
soon as practicable 
Decision.—The judge was right. (From note taken in court. 
reported ZL. 7’. newspaper, 12th June, 1915, p. 137.) 


Miller v. Richardson (C.A.: Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Pick- 
ford and Warrington, L.JJ., 2nd June, 1915). 

Facts.—A carter, while carting stones on the 26th June, 1914, was 
struck in the eye by a small piece of stone, which caused pain and 
bleeding. He worked on the following day, which was a Saturday. 
The next week was a holiday, dnd he saw a doctor every day. On the 
6th July he sent his wife to tell his employer of the accident, but while 
she was out the employer came to see the carter, and was told of it. 
On the 5th August the doctor gave him a certificate that he was unable 
to work owing to the injury to his eye; this he sent to his employer 
on the 6th August. Written notice of the accident was given on the 
5th September. Ultimately the carter lost the sight of his eye. The 
county court judge held that there was no evidence on which he could 
find that the employers had not been prejudiced by failure to give 
notice of the accident as soon as eunctivelie 

Decitsion.—Appeal dismissed. Heyward v. Westleigh Colliery Co. 
(1915, A. C. 540) was distinguishable, as there the judge had found 
that the employers had not been prejudiced, and the judgment of the 
House of Lords was based on that fact. (From note taken in court. 
Case reported L. 7. newspaper, 12th June, 1915, p. 138; W. N., 19th 
June, 1915, p. 244; L. J. newspaper, 19th June, 1915, p. 309.) 


Luckie v. Merry (C.A.: Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Pickford 
and Warrington, L.JJ., 2nd and 3rd June, 1915). 
Facts.—-A horse keeper, who had been employed by a mineral water 


Facts 
dirt getting into his eye 


cye 


Case 





manufacturer for seventeen years, had his fingers crushed while de- 
livering a cask of ginger-beer to a customer. He reported the matter 
to the foreman, and stopped away from work the following day. The 
foreman came and told him that his employer wanted to see him. 
He therefore saw his employer, who said, ‘‘ You can potter about the 
factory until you get well.” He told the foreman that his doctor 
informed him that he ought to make a claim, but the foreman said, 
‘* You shall be paid your wages.”’ He was paid full wages until, more 
than six months after the accident, he was dismissed for misconduct. 
He then, for the first time, made a claim for compensation, but the 
county court judge held that, although he would have taken the view 
that there was reasonable cause for not making a claim before, he was 
bound by He aly v. Galloway (41 Ir. L. T. RB. 5) and Lynch v. Marqua 
of Lansdowne (49 Ir. L. T. R. 396) to decide otherwise. 


Deciston.—There was reasonable cause for not making a claim before 
the six months expired, and the judge was not bound by the Irish 
cases. Healy v. Galloway was decided under the Act of 1897, in 
which the provision as to reasonable cause did not appear and was 
decided on the ground of estoppel. Lynch v. Marquis of Lansdown 
was decided on a misconception as to the decision in Healy y. (allo- 
way, Appeal allowed. (Mrom note taken in court. Case reported 
Soricrrors’ Journat, 12th June, 1915, p. 544; Z'imes, 4th June, 1915; 
L T. newspaper, 12th June, 1915, p. 137; W. N., 19th June, 1915, 


(6).—MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS. 


Cooper v. Wales (Limited) (C.A.: Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R., 
Pickford and Warrington, L.JJ., lst and 17th June, 
1915). 

Facts.—A workman injured one of his fingers by accident, waich 
caused total incapacity. The employers agreed to pay half wages during 
total incapacity, but would not make any further admission. The work 
man’s solicitors refused to accept an admission of liability limited to 
total incapacity, and commenced proceedings. The employers con 
tended that no question had arisen, but the county court judge decided 
against this contention, and made an award in favour of the workman. 


Decision.—The county court judge was right in holding that a ques 
tion had arisen. (From note taken in court. Case reported Soxicrrors’ 
JouRNAL, 26th June, 1915, p. 578; 7'imes, 19th June, 1915; W. N., 
26th June, 1915, p. 252; L. 7’. newspaper, 26th June, 1915, p. 180; L. J. 
newspaper, 3rd July, 1915, p. 334.) 


J. & C. Harrison (Limited) v. Dowling (C.A.: Lord Cozens- 
Hardy, M.R., Pickford and Warrington, L.JJ., 10th 
June, 1915). 


Facts.—A workman was injured by accident on the 14th October 
1912; he was paid £1 weekly compensation until the 4th February, 
1913, and obtained an award of 15s. weekly on the 15th April, 1913 
In September, 1914, the employers learnt that he had enlisted in th: 
Army, and they stopped paying the compensation. The workman 
applied to issue execution for the compensation, and the employers 
applied for a review. Before the hearing the employers wrote to the 
workman's solicitors asking for a medical examination, but were told 
that he was with his regiment in India. At the hearing on the 23rd 
March, 1915, the employers applied to amend their application and to 
have the compensation suspended on the ground that he had refused 
to submitsto medical examination, or obstructed the same, within 
Schedule I., 14, by going to India, and that he had ceased to reside in 
the United Kingdom, and therefore was not, under Schedule I., 18, 
entitled to compensation until the medical referee certified that the 
incapacity was likely to be permanent. The county court judge 
allowed the amendment, but held that Schedule I., 14, implied volition 
on the part of the workman, which was absent here, and that the 
workman had not ceased to reside in the United Kingdom. He there 
fore dismissed the application. 


Deciston.—There was no evidence that the workman had obstructed 
a medical examination, which might be arranged for in India. 
Schedule I., 18, contemplates emigration, and had no application to the 
present case, as the workman had no intention of changing his resi 
dence. (From_note taken in cowrt. Case reported Soxicrrors’ 
JourNAL, 10th July, 1915, p. 612; Z'imes, 12th June, 1915; L. 7. news- 
paper, 19th June, 1915, p. 156; LZ. J. newspaper, 26th June, 1915, 
p. 320; W. N., 3rd July, 1915, p. 262.) 








A booklet has just been issued by the Sun Life Assurance Co. of 
Canada, which deals in convincing and interesting manner with the 
many kinds of annuities made practical by the enterprise of this great 
company. First are given some cogent reasons for using one’s capital 
or savings for the purchase of an income that is sure for life: then 
come explanations of immediate, joint, deferred annuities, and examples 
are given to shew how others have benefited by means of one or another 
of the various forms of ‘Sun Life of Canada” annuities. There is 
also an interesting chapter on “ income ” insurance—a plan for leaving 
the widow a sure “‘income"’ instead of the responsibilities of capital 
A copy will be sent post free to anyone writing for same to the manager 
Sun Life of Canada, 217, Canada House, Norfolk-street, London, W.C. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


FOX (Pauper) v. JOLLY. 15th June ; 16th July. 


LANDLORD AND TENANT—UNDER-LEASE—BREACH OF COVENANT—NOTICB 


or ParticutaR BreacH—Surriciency or Notice—CoNVEYANCING AND | 


Law or Property Act, 1881 (44 & 45 Vict. c. 41), s. 14 (1). 

In an action to recover possession of premises, on the ground 
breach of covenant by the lessee to repatr, the suff vency of the notice 
fo repair wa challenged by the lessee. 

Held, that the notice, which merely set out the repairs under generel 
headings, sufficiently specified the landlord’s complaints. It gave the 
tenant adequate notice of what he was required to do, and it provided 
full and sufficient information upon which he could determine what 
course of action he should adopt. 

Decision of Court of Appeal (reported sub nom, Jolly v. Brown and 
Others, 58 Soricitors’ JournaL, 153; 1914, 2 X. B. 109) affirmed. 


Appeal by the defendant from an order of the Court of Appeal 
[he action was brought to recover possession of certain premises, on 
the ground of breach of covenant by the lessee in respect of the schedule 
iT dilapidations attached to the notice, hich was headed : ‘** Sx hedule of 
dilapidations allowed to accrue in and about the premises known as 
Nos. 35, 37, 39, 41, 43 and 45, Menotti-street, Bethnal Green,’’ and 
dealt with repairs alleged to be mecessary under general headings, such 
as roofs, front and back, rooms and staircases generally, without 
(except in two or three instances) referring specifically to the different 
houses, and concluded : ‘* Well and substantially repair, maintain, and 
put the premises and appurtenances in thoroughly good repair and con- 
dition, and note that the completion of the items mentioned in this 
schedule does not excuse the execution of other repairs if found neces- 
sary." The Court of Appeal (Vaughan Williams, L.J., dissenting) 
held that the notice was sufficient. The defendant, Fox, appealed. 
On the hearing of the appeal counsel for the appellant were alone 
heard, and consideration postponed, 

Lord Buckmaster, C., in giving judgment, said the appellant con- 
tended that in the particular circumstances of this case the order of 
the Court of Appeal was wrong. The circumstances were these: On 
19th August, 1873, the houses in question were vested in one M. P. 
Goodwin for the residue of a term of eighty-eight years from 29th 
September, 1837. By virtue of this interest she was enabled to sub- 
demise the premises for fifty-two and a quarter years less three days 
from 24th June, 1873, and this she did by an under-lease dated 19th 
August, 1873, made between herself of the one part, and one James 
Abbott of the other part. The under-lease contained covenants to 
repair, and the covenants were protected by the ordinary proviso for 
re-entry. In March, 1912, the original term of eighty-eight years was 
vested in the respondent Jolly, and the benefit of the under-lease of 
August, 1873, in Mark Fox. He had died since the appeal was entered, 
and the present appellant, Hannah Fox, his personal representative, 
was added by order of revivor. In March, 1912, the premises were out 
of repair, and notice of repair was served, and the sole question in this 
appeal was the sufficiency or insufficiency of that notice. He thought 
the notice sufficiently specified the landlord’s complaints. it gave the 
tenant adequate notice of what was required to be done, and it pro- 
vided full and sufficient information upon which he could determine 
what course of action he should adopt. For these reasons he thought 
the appeal failed. In conclusion his lordship said: ‘‘I have only to 
add that it would be very unfortunate if, in every case where a land 
lord was serving notice under section 14 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
he should feel himself bound to obtain a detailed surveyor's specifica- 
tion of the work to be done. It would greatly increase the costs, which, 
if the work were performed by the tenant before proceedings were insti 
tuted, would fall on the landlord, or, if the tenant were compelled to 
obtain relief would, by the Act of 1892, fall upon the tenant. I am 
glad to think that no such obligation is imposed by the statute.’’ 

Lords ATKINSON, Parker, SumNgR and Parmoor gave judgments to 
the same effect. Appeal dismissed.—Counsex, for the appellant, Pol 
lock, K.C.. and ¢ 1. MeC'urdy; for the respondent, J. D. Crawford 
ind W. de B. Herbert. SoxicitTors, A. Rubinstein ; Syrett & Sona 

[Reported by Exnsxins Rerp, Barristerat-Law.]} 


f 


HAMMERTON AND ANOTHER rv. EARL OF DYSART AND 
ANOTHER. 26th April; 3rd and 4th May; 23rd July. 
Ferry—AncrIENT Ferry rrom Pornt to Pornt—New Ferry—CuHance 
or CIRCUMSTANCES—SUBSTANTIAL New Trarric DemManpiInc New 
Facttitrmes—DisturRBaANceE—RiGHT aS TO DecLARATION WHEN Dts 

TURBANCE Not PROVED. 

The plaintiff. (who were the respondents to the appeal) claimed (inter 
alia) a declaration that they were entitled to a certain ancient point-to 
point ferry, and an injunction restraining the defendanta from working 
a ferry some quarter of a mile lower down, which they alleged was 
a disturbance of their ancient ferry franchise Warrington, J., held 
that the plaintiffs were entitled to a declaration as to the franchise 


which they claimed, but gave judgment for the defendants on the ' 





ground that substantially new traffic, different in character from that 


ed ft y th ld fe rry, had sprung up, and that the defendants’ ferry 
was started bona fide to meet a genuine demand on the part of the 
P tbl in connection with the new trafic. The Court of A ppe al 
(Buckley, LJ... d ssenting) differed from the trial judae r the qué 
lion of disturbance, and, allowing the plaintifis ap eal on that ground 
granted n injunction, 

Held, after consideration, that the plaintiffs had established that 
€ ancient ferry was a po nt to pp int ferry of the exclusive charact: 
claimed by them, but that the clasa of trafhe regarded as a whol: 
( ried by the new ferry point d to its being used for new and different 
trafic from that served by the ancient ferry. The plaintiffs had failed 
f prov that thie new trathe was a disturbance i their fe rry rights or 
ny @ und 7 de mages, an 1 therefor it would he t lue erfenaion 

p tiffs’ monopoly if an injunction were granted restraining the 
i fants from continuing to carry persons across the rive 1 ther 
had been doing tecordingly the judgme nt of Warrington, J was 
stored on the question of disturbance, but with the variation that the 
lecl tion ast the plaintiffs title which he 7 de should 1 efrucl 
uf 
De on of Court of Appeal (58 Soricrrors’ Journar, 378; 1914, 
L Ch 22) reversed 
Lhe plaintiffs claimed to be possessed of an ancient ferry known 
is Twickenham Ferry, for the carriage of passengers and g ods across 


the Thames from Twickenham, Middlesex, to and from Ham and 
Petersham, Surrey, and they claimed a declaration that they were 
entitled to the ancient ferry and an injunction to restrain the defendants 


from working a ferry about a quarter of a mile lower down, whicl 
they alleged was a disturbance of their ancient franchise. In 1902 
the London County Council acquired land on the Middlesex side and 
ypened it as a park, and since that date a business has sprung up, and 
the defendants have regularly ferried for hire such persons as wished to 
cross the river at this point. By their defence they denied that persons 
who used the new ferry would go round by the road and use the old 
ferry, and said also that the traffic was substantially new and that t! 
old ferry was not suitable to satisfy the requirements of the pul 


Warrington, J., held that the plaintiffs were entitled to the franchise 
they claimed, but otherwise decided against them, and dismissed the 
action with costs. The Court of Appeal (Lord Cozens-Hardy, M.R 
and Phillimore, L.J.—Buckley, L.J., dissenting) differed from the tria 
Judge on the question of disturbance, and granted an injunction \ 
the members of the Court were of opinion that where such an acti 
was dismissed on the ground that there had been no disturbance 
the ferry i declaration of the pla ntiffs’ title ought not t be mad 
The defendants ippealed. 


Tue Hovse (Viscount Hatpane, Lords Parker, Sumner, Srrati 


cLype and Parmoor) allowed the appeal on the ground that t! 
defendants’ ferry was not a disturbance of the ancient ferry It might 
be, as the plaintiffs alleged, that all the traffic served by the new ferry 
was not pleasure traffic. It was not practicable for a ferryman de fact 


to catechise his passengers and turn away some while he embarked 
others. The character of the traffic must be looked at as a whole. If 
as a whole it was new and different, that is, such ag would not resort 
to and be a burden upon the old ferry in the absence of the new ferry 
it was traffic which the newcomer might carry lawfully, even thou 
son > stray persons, who would have resorted to the ferry, might pass 
in the crowd. On this point their lordships were of opinion that 
the plaintiffs’ evidence failed, though on others it succeeded They 
held that the judgment of Warrington, J., must be restored. but with 
the variation in accordance evith the unanimous expression of opiniot 
by the Court of Appeal without the declaration as to the plaintiffs 
title. Appeal allowed, with costs.—CounseL, for the appellants, Ho) 
VW. Macnaghten and Humphrey Paul (for Eric Gore-Browne, serving 
with H.M. Forces); for the respondents, P. 0. Lawrence, K.C., and 
Charles Gurdon Soricirors, Withers, Bensons, Birkett, & Davies 
Horne & Birkett. ° 
> 


[Reportel by Ensxixe Reip, Barrister-at-Law. } 





Court of Appeal. 


Re PETITION OF RIGHT OF X. No. t. I4th, 15th, and 23rd July. 


Crown—Royat Prerocative 1x Time or War—Derence or Reatm 
Occupation OF LaNp By Munitary AvtTHorities—Pustic Sarery 
CompENsATION—Derence Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vier. c. 94), 8s. 23 
Derence or tHe Reatm (Consonipation) Act, 1914 (5 Geo. 5, c. 8) 
Derence or THE Reatm (Consotipation) Recviations, 1914, r. 2. 
The Crown haa the right, hy virtue of the Royal Prerogative, to tak 

joxseasion tn time of war of any land and buildings thereon, where i 

s necessary a0 to do for the publi safety and detence if the Pealm., 


wifhout payment / any compensation to the owners or occumers 


i 


thereof, except such asa may be awarded as an act of grace. The Prero 
gative ta not affected by the Defence icts, 1842 to 1875, which apply 
to acta altogether heyond it and to timea of peace aa well aa of war, 
but ia confirmed by the Defence i the Realm Act, 1914. 


Appeal by thé suppliants from a decision of Avory, J. The suy 
pliants were a company owning an aviation ground on the south coast 
of which possession was taken by the military authorities in December, 
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1914, for defence purposes They claimed to be entitled to legal com 
pensation to be ascertained by a jury in accordance with section 23 
of the Defence Act, 1842, regulating the compulsory acquisftion of 
military lands. The Crown denied that there was any legal right to 
mpensatior s possession had been taken under the Royal Preroga 
tive and the regulations made under the Defence of the Realm (Con 
solidation) Act, 1914, which did not provide for compensation in such 
es, but offered reas ible compensation as an act of grace, an offer 
the suppliants refused Avory, J., dismissed the petition, and 
the suppliants appealed. 
The Court, having taken time to consider the grounds of its judg 
ment, dismissed the appeal 
L 1 Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said the petition of ight was based on 
the ew that the Cr represented by the naval and military 
is rities, had no right to take possession of the plaintiffs’ land and 
buildings without paying compensation, even though in the opinion of 
t ‘ uthorities It was necessary for securing the public safety and 
the defence of the Realm that possession should be taken. The Court 
1 take judi tice that the country was in a state of war 
that its coasts had ber aided by Zeppelins and other aircraft, and 
further that certain } ‘ on the east coast, if not also on the uth 
‘ t, had been att 1 by the enemy’s fleet In those circumstances 
the authorities had t s yvreat extent exercised the rights they now 
claimed. They asserted that by the Royal Prerogative m time of 
r and for the security of the Realm, the King was authorized to 
take possession of land, and further that everything which had been 
done istified by the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Act, 
1914, and the regulations made thereunder The evidence that the 
‘ ipation of the suppliants’ aerodrome was necessary for securing the 
| iblic safety was not in any w Ly challenged. The Prerogative was 
part of the common law In the ise of The King's Prerogative in 
Sultpetre (6 ¢ tep. 206) the Court held that when enemies come 
gainst the Realm to the a coast it is lawful to come upon any land 
aljoining to the same ist to make trenches or bulwarks for the 
defence of the Realm, for every subject hath benefit by it. And there 
fore by the common law every man may tome upon any land for the 
defence of the Realm as appears 8 Edward IV. 23 Phat passage had 
often been referred t conclu sively laving down the law, but the 
ippliants, without disputing the existence of Prerogative, souzht 
to limit it to a case of tual invasion. In his lordship’s opimon 
there was no foundation for this limitation. To postpone action until 
t ene! had led, or it was clear a landing was imminent, would, 
or might be, fatal to securit The statute 43 Geo. 3, c. 55 (1803), 
vas a plai ! f the Prerogative right His lordship read 
the preamble referr the ‘“‘ powers by law vested in His Majesty 
f preventing and repellir n invasion of the kingdom and pro 
ceeded If it re said that the right could not extend to an aero 
d e, because aeroplanes were unknown in the reign of Richard I., the 
! ver was t | found in the se mewhat analogous case of Mercer v 
D (1905, 2 Ch. 538), where that Court held that a customary right 
to utch or tan fishin nets was not limited to the use of ancient 
materials, but extended to drying nets with any suitable iter 8 
Regard must be had to modern methods of warfare Then it was said 
that the Defer f the Realm Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict 94). dealt 
ith a case like the present, but only on terms of paying compensa 
tior But that w n Act of general application, to times of peace as 
é f war; it authorized the compulsory purchase of land for 
purposes quite be nd the Prerogative right, and no step could b 
take under it without iving fourteen days’ notice The Act i I 
’ cted the Pr itive That being the mmon law, it remained 
t sider the Defence « the ftealm Act 1914 and the regulations 
le thereunde By tion 2 the regulations might provide for the 
Susp n of ar estrictions on the acquisition or user of land or 
ther powe nder the Defence Acts, 1842 to 1875. Section 2 of 
the regulations authorized tl ompetent navaleor military authority, 
here for the purpose securil the public safety or the defence of 
the Re it ! iry so to do, (a) to take possession of any land 
nd nstruct ita rl hereon, (4) to take possession of any 
buildings or other property f/) to do any other act volving an 
ter ference th private rights of property There was no provision 
! iny compe tion for any act done in exercise of those powers 
t 1 ther s mention of mpensation in section 7, which dealt 
ith a different subject matte The statute and the regulations mad 
thereunder plainly justified what the Crown had done. If the Act of 
1842 ild otherwise have applied, the words in section (2) of the 
\ f 1914 autl zed the suspension of “ restrictions on the acquisi 
t f land one of which was the expiration of fourteen days, and 
nother ot hich us the necessity of paying compensation For the 
easol ven his lordship thought the decision of Avorv, J., was right 
nd t ppeal must be dismissed. But to avoid misconception the 
Crown was willing to pay to the suppliants the sums which in reason 
nd fairness ought to be paid, the amount to be determined by Mr 
Du Commission That, however, did not affect the legal question 
*1cKFrorD and Warrinoton, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect, the former, however, resting his decision mainly on the Defence 
ort Realm Act, 1914, apart from the Prerogative Counse.. Lesli: 
Scott, K.C., and Frank Gover; Sir F. BE. Smith, 8.-G., and G. A. H 
R } Sonrcrrors, Wingfield, Blew. & Kenward; Solicitor te the 
i : 
Reported by H. Lanororp Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re SAFFORD’S SEITLEMENT. DAYIES v. BURGESS. Joyce, J. 
10th and 24th Jane. 


SETTLEMENT—POoOWER TO THE WiFE TO APPOINT BY WILL DURING THE Con 
TINUANCE OF THE COVERTURE—DEATH AFTER EXPIRATION OF COVERTUR: 


-WILL MADE DURING HvusBanp’s LireTiIMeE—VALIDITY OF APPorN 

MENT. 

Where in a marriage settlement there was a power to the wife 
appoint “< will d luring the continuance of the aaid intended covertui 


and the wife made a will purporting to exercise the power during t/ 
lifetime of her husband and eurvived him,’ 

Held, that such was a good and valid appointment, there being no 
authority making it necessary to supply an additional implied conditi 
that the testatriz should die during the coverture. 

Re Illingworth, Bevir v. Armstrong (1909, 2 Ch. 297 

Cooper v. Martin (L. R&R. 3 Ch. 47) not applicable. 


This adjourned summons raised the snort novel point as to whether 
a will purporting to exercise a power of appointment, and made duri: 
the life of her husband by a married woman who survived him, was a 
good and valid execution of a general power of appointment given to 
wife in her marriage settlement over the settled trust funds 
certain events which happened, which was as follows ‘Upon trust 
for such person or persons and for such interest and generally in su 
manner as the wife shall by will during the continuance of the said 
intended coverture direct and appoiht.’’ Cur. adv. vult. 

Joyce, J., after stating the facts, said: It is contended that th 
appointment by this will is ineffectual, because the will did not com: 
into operation during the coverture. I do not see how the will of any 
testatrix can come into operation during her coverture, because a wil 
does not come into operation until after the death—i.¢., after th: 
determination of the coverture. I think the words creating the px 
are perfectly plain, ample and unambiguous, and I do not think it is 
necessary to supply or understand a single word that is not there. By 
her will the testatrix has directed and appointed how tne fund is to 
be disposed of, and she has done so ‘‘ during the continuance of t 
intended coverture.’’ What she has done satisfies the requirements 
of the deed in reference to the manner of execution of the power. | 


» approve d, 





the 


wer 


“es 


find no authority requiring me to supply or understand the additior 
ondition that the testatrix shall not only make her will, But shal 
also die during the coverture. The case of Cooper v. Martin (1867 


L. R. 3 Ch. 47) is inapplicable, because in that case the power 


to be exercised by deed. I agree with the decision in Re Jllingwort/ 
Bevir v. Armstrong (1909, 2 Ch. 297), but I prefer to base my decisior 
on the reasons which I have given above rather than on the authorities 
ited in that case. I hold that there has been a good and valid ex: 

tion of the power.—CounseL, F. J. Kerr; T. R. Hughes, K.C., and 
C. EB. Shebbeare; T. J. C. Tomlin, K.C., and Harold Mather. Sorts 


Robert Davies & Co. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, 


TORS, 
Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re HAVANA EXPLORATION CO, (LIM.). Neville, J. 22nd June 


ComPpANY—WINDING-UP—YV OLUNTARY—SUBSEQUENT COMPULSORY WN) 
ING-UP—PREFERENTIAL CLAIM FOR SALARY—COMMENCEMENT OF WIN! 
ING-UP—CoMPANIEs (CONSOLIDATION) Act, 1908 (8 Ep. 7, c. 69), s. 209 
Section 209 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act. 1908, provid: 


‘(1) Zn a winding-up there shall be paid in priority to all other de! 


. db) salary of any clerk in respect of services ré 
lere od to the company during four months before the said date n 
é exceeding £50. . . . (5) The date hereinbefore in this secti 


referred to ts (a), in the case ofa company ordered to be wound 

compulsorily, which had not previously commenced to be wound 
duntarily, the date of the winding-up order; and (b) in any other cas 

tne date of the commencement of the winding-up.”’ In this case, 


the voluntary winding up, which commenced on 23rd June, 1913. 


claim for pre ferential payment under this section was admitted hy th 
Huntar y liquidator ; hut n Oth July there was a petition for mn pu 
oTy w nding up, on whi h an order for compulsory winding up u 


made Qiet July, and in thia winding up the Oficial Receiver, wi 
was the liquidator under the compulsory orde f disallowed the clain 


his interpretation of what the words ‘‘ commencement of th 


on 


winding 


up’’ meant in the section. 
] 
Held, 


the presentation of the petition for compulsory winding-up, 


that the commencement of the winding-up meant the time 
and 





the resolution to wind up voluntarily, and that, accordingly, the 
pret rential claim must be disallowed. 

Summons in company winding-up by a creditor asking to be allowed 
in the liquidation of the company, a preferential payment of £50 f 
salary due. The claim was made under section 209 of the Compa: 
Consolidation) Act, 1908, the material portions of which are set out 
above The facts of the case were these : The applicant had entere 


the service of the company on Ist February, 1911, on a three years 
agreement. On 23rd June, 1913, the company went into voluntar: 
liquidation, and the applicant claimed, and was admitted by the volu 
tary liquidator, as a preferential creditor for £50 on account of salar 
earned during a period of four months before the voluntary liquida 
tion, in accordance with section 209 of the Companies (Consolidatior 





Act, 1908. On 9th July, 1914, a petition for compulsory winding-up 





hie 











ly 


d 
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was presented, and on 21st July an order was made compulsorily wind- ae ep ie 


ing up the company. The Official Receiver, who was liquidator for the 
compulsory winding-up, refused to allow the applicant's preferential 
claim for £50, on the ground that the services for which preferential 
payment was allowed must be rendered within four months of the com- 
mencement of the winding-up; and in this case “ the commencement of 
the winding-up ”’ ought to be reckoned from the time of the presentation 
of the petition for compulsory winding-up, and not from the date of the 
resolution to wind up voluntarily. 

Nevitte, J., after stating the facts, said : In my judgment the com 
mencement of the winding-up means the time of the presentation of the 
petition for compulsory winding-up, and not the date of the resolution 
to wind up voluntarily, and, accordingly, this preferential claim must 
be disallowed.—Counset, Percy Wheeler; Croom-Johnson. 


Sorict- | 


tors, Maddison, Stirling, Humm, & Davies; Gush, Phillips, Walters, & 


Williams. 
[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrieter-at-Law.] 


TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL v. NIELSON & CO. 
Neville, J. 2nd July. 


Loca, GOVERNMENT—Pavina Expenses—CHARGE ON PROPERTY FOR— 
[INQUIRY AS TO INCUMBRANCES—NEGLECT TO ANSWER THE INQUIRY 
Contempt or CourT—ATTACHMENT—COoOSTS. 

Where an order has been obtained by a local authority giving them 
a charge in priority to other incumbrances on property adjoining a road 
for their costs of paving such road, and directing an inquiry as to incum 
brances, and the sole partner of the defendant company neglects to 
vbey an order that he should answer such inquiry on efdavit, and a 
subsequent order that he should attend for examination, 

Held, on a motion to attach him, thet an order for attachment must be 
made, and the costs of, and incidental to, the motion were directed to 
be added to the charge. 


On 22nd October, 1914, by an order made on originating summons, it 
vas declared that the plaintiffs in this action were entitled, under 
the provisions of the Tottenham Local Board Act, 1890, to a charge on 

premises of the defendants fronting a street in the plaintiffs’ dis 
trict for the sum of £130 1s. 3d., being the apportioned amount of 
expenses incurred by the plaintiffs in paving and metalling the street, 
and that such charge was entitled to priority over any mortgage or 
harge on the premises. The order further Ticactod an inquiry as to 


whether there were any, and, if any, what incumbrances on the premises | ; 





besides the plaintiffs’ said charge, and who were entitled in respect of | 
such incumbrances. And it was further ordered that the premises | 


should be sold to satisfy the plaintiffs’ said charge. Subsequently, in 
March, the master made an order that the defendants should answer the 
above inquiry by a statement verified by affidavit. That order was not 
complied with. On 13th April the plaintiffs obtained leave to examine 
Arthur Knight, the sole partner in the defendant firm, for the pur- 
poses of the order of 22nd October, 1914, and a summons was issued 
by the master directing him to attend for examination at the Judge’s 
chambers on 11th May. He did not attend, but he had previously 
informed the solicitor of the plaintiffs that the premises, with other 
property, were mortgaged for £10,500, but he had not informed them 
of the names and addresses of the mortgagees. On 4th June an order 
was obtained, which was duly served on Arthur Knight, that he attend 
at the Judge’s chambers at 2 p.m. to be examined for the purposes 
of the order of 22nd October, 1914. He did not attend on that occa 
sion, and accordingly the plaintiffs now moved for a writ of attach 
ment to issue against his person for refusing to obey such order, and 
the plaintiffs asked that their costs of, and incidental to, this applica 
tion should be added to their charge. They stated that it was very 
doubtful if any costs could be obtained from him personally. Neither 
the defendants nor Arthur Knight appeared ; 

Nevitte, J., after stating the facts, said : I direct the writ of attach- 
ent to issue, but to lie in the office for a week, and I vive leave to the 
plaintiffs to add their costs of, and incidental to, this application to 
their charge—Counser, W. F. Swords. Soxscrrors, Howard & 
Shelton, 

[Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re CLERKE. CLOWES rv. CLERKE. Eve, J. 16th July. 
Wirt—Constrection—Devise to A. “or wis Issve”’ 
LIMITATION OR SusstituTIon—Estate Tam. 


The rules that a devise to “ A. or hia heire”’ gives to A. an eatate 
n fee simple, and that a devise to “ 1. or the heire of his body”’ gives 


0 A. an estate tail, atill continue, and have not been altered in modern 
times in cases of wills coming into question since the Wills Act. 


By his will the late Lieut.-General St. John Augustus Clerke, who 
died in January, 1870, made a gift in these terms: ‘“‘ The said lands 
and premises to be possessed by my son Holt for his lifetime, with 
power to charge them with a jointure of £50 a year for the life of his 
widow, and on his death to revert to his issue in such proportions as 
he by his last will may direct, and in default of such issue him sur 
viving, then to revert to his brother Shadwell Henry Clerke or his 
issue.’ Holt died without issue, in December, 1914, his brother 
Shadwell having predeceased him, leaving three children, and one of 
these children had three children living at the date of Holt’s death 
The question raised by this summons was whether the gift to Shadwell 
H. Clerke or his issue gave him an estate tail, or whether the words 


Worps or 


; 





were to be read as words t of limitation, but of 
Eve, J The iestion 1s whether the wift to Shadwell “or his 
ves him an estate tail or whether the words ‘or his issue 

are to be read as rds not of limitation but of substitution. If they 
be read in the latter sense it is conceded that the three grand 


issue £2 


children and the three great-grandchildren of the testator take as joint 
tenants. Reliance was placed on the gift in remainder to the issue of 
Holt as supporting the substitutional construction, but I do not think 
iny assistance can be derived from that. The gifts are quite in 
dependent, and there is nothing in the context which warrants me in 
treating the construction of the one gift as being In any way controlled 
by the other. This reduces the matter in dispute to the question 
whether there is any authority for the suggestion that the rules laid 


Snell (2 Atk. 645) that a devise t A. or his heirs’ 
1 Coll. 416) 
devise to “‘A 


down in Read vy. 
gives A. an estate in fee simple, and in Harris \ D 


and Greenway v. Greenway (2 D. F. & J. 128) that 

or the heirs of his body’ gives A. an estate tail, have been altered in 
modern times in the case of wills coming into question since the Wills 
Act. The suggestion is to be found in Jarman (ed. 6), p. 6123 in 
Hawkins (ed. 2), 222; and in Theobald (ed. 7), p. 411, and when 
one considers how the rule would operate in the case of the death of 
A. in the lifetime of the testator there is certainly much force in the 
observations of the late Mr. Jarman where he says: ‘‘ The strong 


tendency of the modern cases certainly is to consider the word ‘ or’ as in 
troducing a substituted gift in the event of the first legatee dying in the 
testator’s lifetime; in other words, as inserted in prospect of and with 
a view to guard against the failure of the gift by lapse But, on the 
other hand, in Herris v. Davis and in Greenway v. Greenway the wills 
onstrued were bsequent to the Wills Act, and no case has been cited 
vhich in terms throws any doubt on the continued existence of the 
rule. In one of the three cases on which Mr, Wright Taylor relied as 
indicative of a change in the rule, namely, Parsons v. Parsons (L. R. 
8 Eq. 260), the subject-matter of the gift was held to be personalty, 
to which the rule never applied, and it was there further admitted that 
the words ‘or 1} heirs respectively ’’ were words of substitution ; 
ind in the other two cases, namely, Wingfield v. Wingfield (9 Ch. D. 
658) and Keay v. Boulton (25 Ch. D. 212) the Court in each case con 
strued the ill as clearly intending substitution and not succession 
See in particular the passage in Vice-Chancellor Hall's judgment, 9 


Ch. D., at p. 665 mmencing with the words ‘‘ Where as in the present 


ise the trust r limitation is such that the heirs take as substitutes 
,’ and the opening paragraph of Mr. Justice Pearson's judgment, 

25 Ch. D t p. 215 It may be that the rule, like some others, sur 
vives the mischief it was originally framed to avert, and is no longer 
necessary, l not as matters stand bring myself to hold that it 
does not in fact vive, and I think it applies in this case, and that 


Shadwell H. Clerke took an estate tail.—Cowunser, 2. Cockle; C. D 
Vyles; RB. Wr ht Taylor. Soricrrors, Nye, Vorton, & Clowes 
Reported by S. E. Wiitiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 





New Orders, &c 


High Court of Justice. 
LONG VACATION, 1915 


eNOTICE. 
During the tion, up to and including Saturday, 4th Septemb« 
ill applications hich may require to be immediately or prompt 
heard ’’ are to be made to the Hon. Mr. Justice Low 


Court Bue :—The Hon. Mr. Justice Low will. until further 
notice, sit in the Lord Chief Justice’s Court, Royal Courts of Justiec 
it 10.30 a.m., on Wednesday in every wetk, commencing on Wedne 
day, 1ith August, for the purpose of hearing such applications of th 
rding to the practice in the Chancery Division 
are usually heard in Court. 

No Case will be placed in the Judge’s Pape 
previously obtained, or a Certificate of Counsel that the Case requir 
to be immediately promptly heard, and stating concisely the reason 
s left with the papers 

The necessary papers, relating to every application made to th 
Vacation Judges (see notice below as to Judges’ Papers), are to be 
eft with the Canse Clerk in attendance Chancery tegistrars’ Office 
Room 136, Royal Courts of J istice, before l o'cl k two days previous 
to the day on h the application is intended to be made. When 
the Cause Clerk is not in attendance, they may be left at Room 13¢ 
under cover, addressed to him, and marked outside Chancery Vacation 
Papers, or they may be sent by post, but in either ca s0 as to | 
received by the time aforesaid 

/ rae nf Matt vhen Jud qe not Present n Court or Chambers.- 
Application may be made in any case of urgency, to the judge, per 
sonally (if necessary Di by post or rail, prepaid, accom] nied by the 
brief of counsel, office copies of the affidavits in support of the applica 
tion, and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by 
counsel, of the order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and 
ilso an envelope, sufficiently .stamped, capable of receiving the papers, 


iddressed as follows “* Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar 


above nature as wet 
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“es appli r ons | ru apr peer in = tion a ~t ab on a copy ol APPLICATION OF THE REGULATIONS TO THE SOUTHAMPTON AREA 
eé wri anc certih te ol W ssued nust aiso be se 
" he papete on t to the salen 4 ill be re ronan it the ne strar Notice is hereby given, that the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic} 
The address of the judge for the time being acting as Vacation | 24Ve issued an Order, dated 22nd July, 1915, made in pursuance of the 
Judge can be obtained on application at R 1 136. Roval Courts of | Powers mferred upon them by the Acts and Regulations relating to 
Justice : the Defence of the Realm. 
ft nents til 7 The Cham! ey ‘ "" Phe avea to which the Order applies is the area within the cir 
earns. af wiigahtt ie Chambers of Justices Neville and | ence of a circle having a radius of six miles measured from Barg 
Astbury will be open for vacation business on Tuesday, Wednesday, | jn the county horough of Southampton. 
Thursday and Friday in each week, from 10 to 2 o'clock C ypies of “the above Order can be obtained on applic atior 
King’s Bench Chamber Business rhe Hon. Mr. Justice Low will Secretary, Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), Cecil Chambers, 7¢ 
until further noti sit for the disposal of King’s Bench business in Strand, London, 8.W. 
Judge’ Chamber it 10.350 a.m on I lay nh every week Mmmen¢ 
ge = a a dtc 08 ee ee Defence of the Realm (Liquor Control). 
at the Principal Probate Regist: w. Semerect Meus. every pias ‘during APPLICATION OF THE REGULATIONS TO THE BaRROW-IN-FURNESS AREA 
the vacation at 11.50 (Saturdays excepted Notice is hereby given, that the Central Control Board (Liquor Traffi 
Moti vill be heard by the Registrar « Wednesdays, 11th and | have issued an Order, dated 22nd July, 1915, made in pursuance of the 
25th of August ind 22nd September, at the Principal Probate | powers conferred upon them by the Acts and Regulations relating to 
tegistry, at 12.30 the Defence of the Realm. 
Decrees will be made absolute on Wednesdays, 11th and 18th of The area to which the Order applies is the area within the circum! 
August, Ist, 15t! | 29th September. ence of a circle having a radius of ten miles measured from the T 
All papers for motions and for mak lecrees absolute are to be Hall, in the county borough of Barrow-in-Furness 
Jeft at the Contentious Department, Somerset House, before 2 o'clock Copies of the above Order can be obtained on application to 
on the preceding Frida Secretary, Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), Cecil Chambers, 7 
The office of tl ’robate and Div rece Registries will be pened at Strand, Lond mm, S.W. 
11 and closed at 3 « ck, except on Saturdays, when the offices will —- 
be opened at 10 an losed at o'clock c i 
“se | — , —— Defence ot the Realm (Liquor Control) 
Judq Pap / U ( Char vy Division The follow 
ing papers for the Vacation Judge are required to be left with the | AppLication or THe Recutations To THE AREA oF Dartrorp Distr! 
cause clerk in attenda1 t the Chancery Registrars’ Office, Room 136 Notice is hereby given, that the Central Control Board (Liquor Trafh 
Royal Courts of Just on or before 1 « K, ( lays previous t have issued an Order, dated 26th July, 1915, made in pursuance of the 
the day hich the application to the judge is intended to be made powers conferred upon them by the Acts and Regulations relating t 
C yunsel . ertil ule ol urge ncy or not ol spe ial le ave granted the De tence ot the Realm. P 
by the judge The area to which this Order applies is the area comprised in 
2. Two copies of writ and two copies of | lings (if any), and any | Urban Districts of Bexley, Dartford and Erith, and the parishes 
other document ing the natu I the § . Crayford, Darenth, Stone, Sutton-at-Hone, Swanscombe and Wilm 
wo copies of not t motion ton, in the county of Kent 
Office | fidavits in support, and also affidavits in answer (if Copies of the above Order can be obtained on application to 
a Secretary, Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic), Cecil Cl umbers, 
N.B.—Solicit re ested, wv t pplication has been dis Strand, London, 8S.W 
P ed of, to apy t ol to Ul ! ierK in ( rt tor tl returt _ 
of their papers ORDER IN COUNCIL. 
: , Defence of the Realm Kegulations. 
War Orders and Proclamations, &c. Whereas by an Order in Council, dated the twenty-eighth day of 
The London ¢ tte of 23rd July nt the following November, nineteen hundred and fourteen, His Majesty was pleased t 
1 A translat received from the British Ambassador at Rome of a | ™** Regulations (called the Defence of the Realm (Consolidat 
eal Cineied: Relat Ath Cale oot ealiibihe ee = [tal nm Officia Regulations, 1914) under the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 
Gazette of 8h Jr enna the 1 ag ait ame megs Ag we 1914, for securing the public safety and the defence of the Realm 
ie CS SE ony, Coenen * — Lo sve And whereas the said Act has been amended by the Defence of the 


1 tg " rs . r NY, Nw ‘ ~ M4 — Say ~ seg red oT | Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, the Defence of the Realm (Amendment 
—— aasenee SS 00 te ner SS Otranto-Aspri-Ruga (Strade |) 9 Act, 1915, and the Munitions of War Act, 1915 : 


amen) Lime ensoquemay he Ravager <5 te Adriatic Sea to th And whereas the said Regulations have been amended by Orders 
North of this Line by mer t ships of any nationalty is forbidden Council, dated the twenty-third day of March, the thirteenth day of 
2. Notices (printed below) that Orders as to liquor control have | April, the twenty-ninth day of April, the second day of June, the tenth 
been made under the Defen f the Realm Acts for Southampton and | gay of June, and the sixth day of July, ninetzen hundred and fiftee: 
Barrow-in-Furness (see ante, p. 61 And whereas by the Ministry of Munitions Order, 1915, for the pur- 
Che London Gazette of 27th July ntains the following pose of giving the Ministry of Munitions concurrent powers und: 
3. A liquor control notice (printed below) as to the Dartford district. | Ce™tain regulati ms contained in the Defence of the Realm (Consolida 
(he Second Supplement to the Lond Gazette of 2th July con- | @ Regulations, 1914, it was provided that such of those Regulations 
, s : r 7 7 y ss y as were mentioned in the Schedule to that Order should be read as if 
tains the Semewing in addition to the Government Department or authority specified thereir 
4. A Proclamation, dated 28th July, consolidating, with amend- | the Minister of Munitions were also specified : . 
ments and additions, the Proclamation of 5rd February, 1915, and the And whereas it is expedient further to amend the said Regulations 
subse juent sumending Orders in Council, restricting the exportation from | jn manner her®@in-after appearing : 
the United Kingdom of certain articles Now, therefore, &c., it is hereby ordered, that the following amend 
5. A Proclamation, dated 28th July, prohibiting as from 4th August, | ments be made in the said Regulations :— 
1915, the importation into the United Kingdom of unset diamonds 1. After Reculation 88 the following Regulation shall be inserted 
6. An Order in Council, dated 28th July (printed below), further | «gc. It shall be lawful for the Admiralty, Army Council or Minis* 
amending the Defence ot the Realm (Consolidation) Regulatiéns. of Munitions to authorise or require any ‘contractor holding a contract 
7. An Order in Council, dated 28th July, applying the Defence of | with the Admiralty, Army Council or Minister of Munitions or a 
the Realm (Liquor Control) Regulations to the following areas :— sub-contractor, to use any registered design for the purposes of au 
I. Scotland, East Central Area, being the area comprised in_the | contract, and thereupon the contractor or sub-contractor shall be entitled 
county of the City of Edinburgh, the Counties of Midlothian, West | for the purposes aforesaid to use the registered design and to apply the 
Lothian, East Lothian, Fife, Clackmannan, and Kinross, including all | same to any article in any class of goods in which the design is regis 
Burghs within the geographical limits thereof, the River and the Firth | tered without the consent of the registered proprietor, and the 
of Forth from Stirling to a line drawn from Fife Ness to the Isle of | sideration to be paid for the use of the registered design shall, 
May and thence to Vault Ness default of agreement between the proprietor of the design and the 
Admiralty, Army Council or Minister of Munitions, as the case may 


II. Scotland, West Central Area, being the area comprised in the 
County of the City of Glasgow, the Counties of Lanark, Ayr, Ren- | be, be determined, at the option of the Treasury, either in the manne! 
all Burghs within the | in which other claims for compensation under these regulations ar 


frew, Dumbarton, and Stirling, including 
geographical limits thereof, the Harbour of Glasgow, and the Firth | determined. or in the manner in which the consideration for the 


of Clyde and other arms of the sea down to a line drawn from the f a patent is determined under section twenty-nine of the Patents and 
Mull of Kintyre to the Heads of Ayr Designs Act, 1907.’ 
8. An Order in Council, dated 28th Jul; mending the Aliens 2. After Regulation 18 the following regulation shall be inserted 
Restriction (Consolidation) Order, 1914, by making provision with ‘18a. Where a person without lawful authority or excuse has been 
t a spy, 





respect to the landing and registration of alien seamen in communication with or has attempted to communicate 
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he shall be guilty of an offence against these regulations unless he 
proves that he did not know, and had no reason to suspect, that the 
person with whom he so communicated or attempted to communicate 
Was a spy. 

For the purposes of this regulation— 

(a) a person shall, unless he proves the contrary, be deemed to be 
in communication with a spy if the name or address or any other 
information regarding a spy is found in his possession, or is sup 
plied by him to any other person, in such circumstances as to give 
reasonable ground for suspecting that he is in communication with 
the spy ; 

(4) the expression ‘‘ spy’’ includes any person who has com- 
mitted or attempted to commit an offence under Regulation 18 and 
who is reasonably suspected of having done so with the intention 
of assisting the enemy, and any person out of the United Kingdom 
who is or is reasonably suspected of being a person to whom infor 
mation has been communicated or attempted to be communicated in 
contravention of that Regulation ; 

(c) any address whether within or without the United Kingdom 
reasonably suspected of being an address used for the receipt of 
communications intended for the enemy shall be deemed to be the 
address of a spy, and communications addressed to that address 
to be communications with a spy.”’ 

3. In Regulation 39a, after the words ‘ belonging to or chartered or 
requisitioned by the Admiralty’’ there shall be inserted the words 
“‘or any ship or vessel chartered, hired or requisitioned by the Army 
Council,” and for the word “ ship ’’ whenever it occurs there shall be 
substituted the words ‘‘ ship or vessel.”’ 


4. The following Regulation shall be substituted for Regula 
tion 41 :— 
“41. If, 

(a) any unauthorised person uses or wears any naval, military, 
police, or other official uniform, decoration, medal, or any badge 
supplied or authorised by the Admiralty, Army Council or Minister 
of Munitions or by the police or other official authority, or any 
uniform, decoration, medal, or badge, so nearly resembling the 
same as to be calculated to deceive ; or 

(4) any person falsely represents himself to be a person who is 
or has been entitled to use or wear any such uniform, decoration, 
medal, or badge as aforesaid ; or 

(c) any person without lawful authority or excuse supplies any 
such uniform, decoration, medal, or badge, as aforesaid to any 
person not authorised to use or wear the same; . 

such person shall be guilty of an offence against these Regulations.” 
5. The following Regulation shall be substituted for Regula 
tion 45 :— 
“45. If any person— . 

(a) forges, alters, or tampers with any naval, military, police, 
or official pass, permit, certificate, licence, or other document, or 
any passport, or without lawful authority uses or hag in his 
possession any such forged, altered, or irregular pass, permit, certi 
ficate, licence, or other document or passport; or 

(6) personates, or falsely represents himself to be or not to be, a 
person to whom such a pass, permit, certificate, licence, or other 
document or passport has been duly issued ; or 

(c) destroys, makes away with, by wilful neglect loses, or allows 
any other person to have possession of, any pass, permit, certificate, 
licence, or passport, issued for his use alone; or 

(d) without lawfui authority applies to any vessel, building, struc 
ture, premises, vehicle or other article, any lights, letters, colours, 
or other marks, for the time being used to indicate that the vessel, 
building, structure, premises, vehicle or article, to which they are 
—— are used for naval or military purposes, or any lights, letters, 
colours, or marks, so nearly resembling the same as to be calculated 
to deceive ; or removes, defaces, alters or adds to any such lights, 
letters, colours, or marks which have been lawfully so applied ; or 

(e) without lawful authority or excuse, applies to any war 
material any mark for the time being duly authorised to be used 
to indicate that the material to which it is applied is of a par 
ticular quality or quantity, or has been tested or submitted or 
selected for test by or on behalf of the Admiralty or Army Council 
or the Minister of Munitions, or any mark so nearly resembling 
the same as to be calculated to deceive, or removes, defaces, alters, 
or adds to any such mark which has been lawfully so applied ; or 

(f) without lawful authority or excuse, applies to any paper any 
die, seal, or other mark for the time being used to indicate that 
the paper to which it is applied is used for naval or military pur 
poses, or any die, seal, or mark so nearly resembling the same as 
to be calculated to deceive, or uses any paper to which any such 
die, seal, or other mark has been lawfully so applied ; , 

he shall be guilty of an offence against these Regulations.”’ 

6. After Regulation 51 the following regulation shall be inserted :-— 

““Sla. If a justice of the peace is satisfied by information in writing 
upon oath laid before him by a competent naval or military authority 
‘or any person duly authorised by him, or by an officer of police of a 
rank not below that of inspector, that any document containing any 
information, report or statement, the publication whereof would be an 
offence against Regulation 18 or Regulation 27, is about to be issued 
for publication or dispersion from, or that copies thereof are upon, any 





LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY: 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.G 
ESTABLISHED 1853, 

Capital Stock .. ons one ae _ .. £400,000 
Debenture Stock oes oes ese ane .» £331,130 
KEVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
Forms ef Proposal and full infermation ean be obtained at the Society's Offices. 

G. H. MAYNE, Secretary 





premises, or that preparations are being made on any such premises for 
the publication of any such information, report, or statement, the 
a warrant authorising a constable to enter, at any 


justice may Issue 
ind search the premises and to seize 


time, and if need be by force, 
any such document, and any written or printed copies thereof, and any 
ty pe or other appliance which has been or is being used or is intended 
to be used or 1s in a condition adapted for use in the production of 
such copies and bring them before a court of summary jurisdiction. 

The Court before which they are brought may issue a summons calling 
upon the owner to show cause why the articles so seized should not 
be destroyed, and if he does not appear in obedience to the summons, 
or if upon appearance he does not satisfy the Court that the articles 
in question are not of such a character or so adapted as in this 
regulation hereinbefore mentioned, the Court may order them to be 
destroyed or otherwise disposed of, and in any other case shall order 
them to be restored after the expiration of seven clear days to the 
owner. 

For the purposes of this regulation a summons shall be deemed to be 
duly served if addressed to the owner of the articles without further 
name or -description, and left at or sent by registered post to the 
premises on which the articles were seized. 

In any person feels aggrieved by an order made in pursuance of this 
regulation he may appeal to quarter sessions, on in Scotland under and 
in terms of the Summary Jurisdiction (Scotland) Acts, or in Ireland 
in manner provided by the Summary Jurisdiction (Ireland) Acts. 

If in the course of any proceedings under this regulation application 
is made by or on behalf of the informant that in the public interest 
all or any portion of the public should be excluded during any part 
of the hearing, the court may make an order to that effect. 

In the application of this regulation to Scotland ‘ the sheriff’ shall 
be substituted for ‘a justice of the peace’ and ‘the justice’ : ‘ order 
shall be substituted for ‘summons,’ and any such order may be applied 
for at the instance of the procurator fiscal, who shall arrange for the 
service thereof.”’ 

7. In Regulation 58a after the words ‘‘ paragraphs (6) to (10) ’’ there 
shall be inserted ‘‘ and (13).”’ 

8. After Regulation 588 the following regulation shall be inserted : 

‘*58c. Every document purporting to be an order or other instru 
ment issued by a competent naval or military authority and to be 
signed by such an authority shall be received in evidence and be deemed 
to be such an order or instrument without further proof unless the 
contrary is shown.” 

9. For the purpose of giving effect to the Ministry of Munitions 
Order, 1915, so far as it relates to the Defence of the Realm (Consoli 
dation) Regulations, 1914, the following amendments of those Regula- 
tions shall be made ; 

In Regulations 7, 8, and 8a, and in the regulation which by the said 
Order in Council of the 23rd March, 1915, was directed to be inserted 
after Regulation 2, and which shall be numbered 2a, after the words 
‘or Army Council”’ and in Regulation 10 after the words ‘‘ compe 
tent naval or military authority,’’ wherever those words respectively 
occur, there shall be inserted the words ‘or the Minister of Mum 
tions ’’; and at the end of Regulation 56 there shall be inserted the 
following new paragraph :— 

**(14) So far as respects offences under these Regulations in which the 
Minister of Munitions has concurrent powers, this Regulation shall be 
read as if in addition to the competent naval or military authority the 
Minister of Munitions were also specified.”’ 

10. Where-by this or any other Order in Council for the time being 
in force, whether made before or after the making of this Order, any 
regulations or words are directed to be added to or omitted from the 
Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, or to be sub 
stituted for any other regulations or words in those regulations, then 
copies of the Defence of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, 
printed under the authority of His Majesty’s Stationery Office after 
such direction takes effect may be printed with the regulations or words 
added or omitted or substituted for other regulations or words as such 
direction requires, and with the regulations and paragraphs thereof 
numbered in accordance with such direction; and the said Defence of 
the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, shall be construed as if 
they had, at the time at which such direction takes effect, been made 
with such addition, omission or substitution. 

A reference in any Order in Council or other document to the Defence 
of the Realm (Consolidation) Regulations, 1914, or any of them shall, 
unless the context otherwise requires, be construed to refer to those 
Regulations as amended by any Order in Council for the time being in 
force. 


28th July. 
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New Statutes. 
The following is a further Emergency Statute (5 & 6 Geo. 5 
Cuarrer 60. 


National Registration Act, 1915. 


An Act for the compilation of a National Register [15th July, 1915. 


te it enacted, &« 

1. Re quater of persons between the ages of fifteen and sixty hve.| 
A register shall be formed of all persons, male and female, between the 
ages of fifteen and sixty4ive (not being members of any of His 
Majesty's naval forces or of His Majesty's regular or territorial forces), 
subject to the exceptions mentioned in this Act 


2. Registration authorities and districts.}—The Registrar-General, 
acting under the directions of the Local Government Board, shall be 
the central registration authority, and the Common Council of the City 
of London, and the councils of metropolitan and municipal boroughs, 
and of urban and rural districts, and the Council of the Scilly Islands 
shall be the local registration authorities for their respective areas, and 
each such area shall be a separate registration district; but any such 
council may delegate to a committee of the council all or any of their 
powers as such local registration authority as aforesaid. 


3. Duty to compile register.}—It shall be the duty of the local regis 
tration authority, in accordance with instructions issued by the Local 
Government Board, to compile and maintain the register so far as it 
relates to their area, to tabulate the contents thereof, and to make them 
available for such purposes as may be prescribed, and to furnish to the 
central registration authority and to other Government Departments 
such returns therefrom as may be required. 

4. Duty to fill up and return forms.}—{1) For the purpose of enabling 
such a register to be compiled it shal] be the duty of every such person 
as aforesaid, within the prescribed time, to fill up and sign a form 
showing the following particulars :— 

(a) name; place of residence; age; whether single, married, or 
widowed ; number of dependants (if any), distinguishing wife, 
children, and other dependants; profession or occupation (if any) ; 
name and business address of employer (if any), and nature of 
employer's business; and (in the case of a person born abroad) 
nationality, if not British; and 

(b) whether the work on which he is employed is work for or 
under any Government Department ; 

(c) whether he is skilled in and able and willing to perform 
any work other than the work (if any) at which he is at the time 
employed, and, if so, the nature thereof 

(2) The central registration authority shall cause forms to be pre 
pared and issued to the local registration authorities, and every local 
registration authority shall, in accordance with instructions from the 
Local Government Board, cause the forms to be distributed so as to 
secure that, as far as possible, a sufficient number of forms shall be 
left at every dwelling-house within their registration district, and shall 
also give public notice as to the places within the registration district 
where forms can be obtained. 

(3) The local registration authority shall also make arrangements for 
the collection, in the prescribed manner and within the prescribed times, 
of forms when filled up and signed. 

5. Completion and correction of forms.}—The local registration 
authority shall cause the forms, when filled up and signed, to be 
examined, and such of them as appear to be incomplete or incorrect 
to be completed or corrected, and may take such steps as appear to 
them necessary to enable such completion or correction to be effected, 
and where it appears to the local registration authority that no form 
has been returned, or that the form returned cannot be completed or 
corrected without the personal attendance of the person concerned, they 
may require his attendance at such place and at such time as they may 
appoint, and it shall be the duty of every person whose attendance is so 
required to attend, and to answer such questions as may be addressed 
to him for the purpose of enabling the form to be filled up, completed, 
or corrected. 

6. Right to certifieates of registration.}—After the return by a person 
of a form filled up and signed, and, where necessary, completed and 
corrected, in accordance with this Act, there shall be supplied to him 
a certificate of registration, which shall be signed and preserved by him. 


7. Notification of changes of address, &c.}-(1) If any person 
registered under this Act changes his place of residence he shall, unless 
such change is merely temporary, within twenty-eight days thereafter 
send or deliver to the local registration authority of the district in 
which the new place of residence is situate, by post or otherwise, his 
certificate of registration, with the new place of residence noted thereon, 
and there shal! be supplied to him a fresh certificate of registration, and, 
if his new place of residence is in a different district from that in which 
the previous place of residence was situate, the local registration 
authority receiving the certificate shall communicate the change to the 
local registration authority of the last-mentioned district, and the 
change shall be noted in the register. 

(2) Within twenty-eight days after the arrival in the United Kingdom 
of any person between such ages as aforesaid, he shall, if not pre- 
viously registered, send or deliver to a local registration authority, by 
post or otherwise, notice of his arrival, together with the particulars 





concerning himself required by this Act to be registered, and shall, if 
so required, attend at such place and time as the authority may appoint, 
and shall answer such questions as may be addressed to him i the 
purpose of enabling the necessary particulars to be registered, and 
thereupon shall be supplied with a certificate of registration. 


8. Matters to be prescribed by instructions.}—-The Local Government 
Board may issue such instructions as appear to them to be necessary 
for carrying this Act into effect, and may by such instructions pre 
scribe— 

(a) the manner in which the register is to be compiled, and the 
nature of the forms to be issued; and 

(b) the duties of registration authorities, and persons employed 
by them under this Act; and ‘ 

(¢) anything authorized by this Act to be prescribed. 


9. Expenses.}—(1) The expenses of the Local Government Board and 
Registrar-General in carrying this Act into operation, to such an 
amount as the Treasury may sanction, shall be defrayed out of money 
provided by Parliament. f 

(2) There shall be paid, out of money provided by Parliament, to 
the local registration authorities, towards their expenses under this 
Act, allowances on such scale as the Treasury may approve, and the 
expenses of local registration authorities under this Act, so far as not 
covered by such allowances, shall be paid, in the case of a municipal 
borough council out of the borough fund or borough rate, and in the 
case of any other local registration authority out of the fund or rate 
out of which the general expenses of the authority are payable. 

10. Duty of employers to furnish information.}—For the purposes of 
facilitating the compilation and maintenance of the register, it shall 
be the duty of any employer of labour (including heads of Government 
departments) to supply to any registration authority such information 
and render such assistance as may be prescribed in respect of such 
persons in his employment as are required to be registered under this 
Act. 

11. Registration in one area only.}—No person shall be registered in 
more than one area, and, if any person is liable to be registered in two 
or more areas, he shall have liberty to choose in which area he shall 
be registered. 

12. Hxceptions.}—The duty of registering under this Act shall not, 
except to such extent as may be prescribed, apply to any prisoner in 
a prison, certified lunatic or defective, or inmate of any poor law 
institution, hospital, or other prescribed institution, nor to a prisoner 
of war or a person who is interned. 

13. Penalties for offences.}—(1) If any person employed under this 
Act makes wilful default in the performance of any of his duties under 
this Act he shall for each offence be liable, on conviction under the 
Summary Jurisdiction Acts, to a fine not exceeding five pounds. 

(2) If any person employed in collecting, correcting, or completing 
forms, or otherwise acting in the compilation or maintenance of the 
register, or the tabulation of the contents thereof, or any person using 
the register, communicates without lawful authority any information 
acquired in the course of his employment, or from such use, he shall, 
on conviction under the Summary Jurisdiction Acts, be liable to im 
prisonment with or without hard labour for a term not exceeding three 
months, or to a fine not exceeding twenty pounds, or to both such 
imprisonment and fine. 

(3) If any person over eighteen years of age required to register 
himself under this Act— 

(a) refuses, or without lawful excuse neglects, to fill up or cause 
to be filled up a form to the best of his knowledge and belief, or to 
sign it as by this Act required ; or 

(b) refuses, or without lawful excuse neglects, to attend at any 
place or time at which his attendance is required under this 
Act; or 

(c) wilfully makes or signs, or causes to be made or signed, 
any false return of any matter specified in the form; or 

(d) refuses to answer, or wilfully gives a false answer to, any 
question necessary for obtaining the information required to be 
obtained under this Act; or 

(e) refuses, or without lawful excuse neglects, to perform any 
other duty imposed on him by or under this Act; 

he shall for each offence be liable, on conviction under the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts, to a fine not exceeding five pounds, and in the case 
of a continuing offence to a further fine not exceeding one pound for 
each day during which the offence continues. 

(4) If any person falsely represents himself to be a person to whom 
a certificate of registration has been issued under this Act, he shall, 
on conviction under the Summary Jurisdiction Acts, be liable to im 
prisonment with or without hard labour for a term not exceeding three 
months, or to fine not exceeding twenty pounds, or to both such 
imprisonment and fine. 

14. Application to Scotland.}—In the application of this Act to 
Scotland 

(1) “Secretary for Scotland’ shall be substituted for ‘ Local 
Government Board” and ‘ Board’’; ‘‘ Registrar-General for 
Scotland "’ for ‘‘ Registrar-General ”’ : 

(2) The council of a county, and the town council of a royal, 
parliamentary, or police burgh, shall be the local registration 
authorities for their respective areas, and each such area shall be 
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a separate registration district; provided that the boundaries of 
a royal or parliamentary burgh for police purposes shall be the 
boundaries thereof for the purposes of this Act; and provided 
further that a local registration authority shall be entitled to call 
upon the other local authorities within its area for their assistance 
and co-operation to such extent and subject to such conditions as 
may be prescribed. Any two or more local registration authorities 
may combine for the purposes of this Act, subject to such conditions 
as may be prescribed : 

(3) The expenses of local registration authorities under this Act, 
so far as not covered by allowances from the Treasury, shall be 
paid, in the case of a county council out of the general purposes 
rate, and in the case of a town council out of the burgh general 
improvement assessment or any other assessment leviable by the 
town council in equal proportions on owners and occupiers ; provided 
that the ratepayers of a police burgh shall not be assessed by the 
county council for any such expenses, 


15. Application to Ireland.}—This Act shall apply to Ireland to such 
extent and subject to such modifications as are hereinafter men- 
tioned :— 

(1) The Lord Lieutenant may, by Order, apply section one of 
this Act, with the necessary modifications, to Ireland or to any 
area or areas in Ireland specified in the Order : 

(2) The register for Ireland, or, as the case may be, for any 
such area or areas as aforesaid, shall be formed under the directions 
of the Lord Lieutenant by the Registrar-General of Births, Deaths, 
and Marriages in Ireland (in this section referred to as the 
Registrar-General for Ireland), whose duty it shall be to compile 
and maintain the register from information at his disposal or 
furnished by any other officer or department of the Government 
pursuant to such directions, or by the council of any county or 
of any county borough which may be desirous of assisting in the 
formation of the register : 

(3) The register shall contain, as respects the persons registered, 
the particulars set forth in paragraphs (a), (6), and (c) of sub- 
section (1) of section four of this Act, so far as the same have 
been ascertained from the information at the disposal of or fur- 
nished to the Registrar-General for Ireland as aforesaid, and the 
Registrar-General for Ireland shall tabulate the contents and make 
them available for such purposes as may be ordered by the Lord 
Lieutenant : 

(4) As respects areas in Ireland to which section one of this Act 
is not applied, lists of persons desiring to be registered may, if the 
Lord Lieutenant thinks proper, be compiled by the Registrar-General 
for Ireland under the directions of the Lord Lieutenant, and the 
Lord Lieutenant for that purpose may cause forms to be issued to 
any such persons on their application : 

(5) The expenses of the Lord Lieutenant and of the Registrar 
General for Ireland in carrying this Act into operation shall, to such 
an extent as the Treasury may sanction, be defrayed out of money 
provided by Parliament : 

(6) There shall be paid, out of moneys provided by Parliament, 
towards expenses incurred, with the sanction of the Local Govern- 
ment Board for Ireland, by county councils and county borough 
councils in assisting in the formation of the register, allowances on 
such scale as the Treasury may approve, and such expenses, so 
far as not covered by the allowance, shall be defrayed in the case 
of a county council out of the poor rate as a county at large charge, 
and in the case of a county borough council out of the rate or 
fund applicable to the purposes of the Public Health (Lreland) 
Acts, 1878 to 1907 : 

(7) Save as provided in this section, the foregoing provisions 
of this Act shall not apply to Ireland. 

16. Short title and duration.}—(1) This Act may be cited as the 
National Registration Act, 1915. 


(2) This Act shall continue in force during the continuance of the 
present war and no longer, without prejudice, however, to the taking 
or prosecution of proceedings for any offence committed before the 
expiration of this Act. 








Societies. 
Manchester Law Society. 


The annual meeting of the above So iety was held in the Library 
on Tuesday last, Mr. John Marriott, the president, occupying the 
chair. There were also present :—Messrs. 8. Ackerley, T. Tallent- 
Bateman, Sir William Cobbett, Adam Fox, W. Harrison, Dudley F. 
Hart, J. Taylor Jones, J. F. Milne, Reginald 8, Milford, Frank A. 
Padmore, Edward Shippey, Alfred Tarbolton, and W. Paterson. 


The Committee in their annual report recorded with regret the deaths 
of the following members of the Society :—Mr. Harold Agnew, Mr 
C. M. Beaumont, Mr. Richard Buckley, Mr. T. Lister Farrar, and of 
Captain R. G. Edgar and Lieutenant E. W. Roberts, both killed in 
action in the Dardanelles; and stated that Mr. J. F. Milne had been 
re-elected an ordinary member of the Council of the Law Society, and 
Mr. W. H. Norton had again been nominated by the Society for election 





as an extraordinary member of the Council of the Law Society. Since 
the date of the last annua] meeting, various matters arising directly or 
indirectly from the outbreak of the war had been dealt with by the 
committee. One consequence of the war, which all members would 
regret, was the absence of, Colonel A. F. Maclure, of the 7th Lanca- 
shire Fusiliers (Territorial Force), who left England with his regiment 
in September last. Colonel Maclure had been engaged in the operations 
in the Gallipoli Peninsula, and had unfortunately been wounded. The 
committee had also been deprived of the services of Colonel Davies 
Colley, Colonel Hawkins, and Captain Hockin. In addition to these 
gentlemen, twenty-five members of the Society were serving with His 
Majesty's forces. The report further stated that the Council of the 
Law Society had decided that in cases in which they were satisfied that 
an articled clerk had been engaged in actual naval or military service 
he be allowed to enter for his examinations, and that the period of 
such service be counted as part of the service of his articles. The 
Master of the Rolls had expressed his general approval of this decision, 


The Hon. Secretary reported that he had been in communication 
with the Law Society as to whether it was necessary for a partner in 
a firm of solicitors absent from business on account of military service 
to take out a practising certificate during that time, in order to entitle 
him to share in the profits of the firm, and that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had now stated in the House of Commons that he did not 
see his way to remit the certificate duty, which he pointed out was 
only payable in the case of solicitors who continued directly or 
indirectly to practise. 

The President, Mr. J. Marriott, in addressing the meeting, said that 
he believed that well over 2,000 solicitors and more than 1,000 articled 
clerks, to say nothing of clerks not articled, had already joined His 
Majesty's forces. (Hear, hear.) Their deepest sympathy was with the 
relatives of those who had made the supreme sacrifice and fallen in 
the fight, and also with each one who had had the misfortune to be 
wounded. For the former they could do nothing, but to the latter 
they could, and did, wish them a speedy recovery. Who could have 
imagined, when they elected Colonel Maclure as their president this 
time last year, that he would be called away on military duty before 
he could once occupy the chair, or who would have thought that before 
the next annual meeting their able and energetic hon, secretary, Mr. 
W. B. Dendy, would have felt constrained (although he already had a 
son serving in the forces) to offer his services to his country, As 
perhaps might be expected, legal education in these abnormal times was 
bound to suffer. The grant of the Law Society to Manchester had 
been seriously reduced. The income of the Victoria University had 
also been affected, and the question as to whether this Society ought 
or could afford to increase its quota would probably come up for con 
sideration. Consequent on the war also the Law Society held no pro 


| vincial meeting last year, and would hold none this autumn. It 
| might be of interest to report that the important question of whether 
| the fees of junior counsel should in all cases be from three-fifths to 





two-thirds of the fee payable to the leader was still under negotiation, 
and that the Council of the Law Society had great hopes of bringing 
the matter to a conclusion on an equitable basis. Touching the present 
position of the profession, he thought they were bound to suffer con 
siderably from the effects of this terrible war, but under the unpre 
cedented circumstances he would be well advised in leaving the future 
of the profession to be discussed by his successor. It was his firm 
belief, however, that, although they might be poorer, they would at 
least be as straightforward, energetic, and earnest in the conduct of 
their professional business as hegetofore, which meant in his view the 
maintaining of a very high standard 

Mr. Milford, in moving a vote of thanks to the retiring President, 
said the past year had been one of exceptional difficulty for him; but 
his courtesy and unfailing good temper had pulled him through. 

The following officers were elected for the ensuing year :—President, 
Mr. Reginald 8. Milford; Vice-President, Mr. Frank A. Padmore ; 
Hon. Treasurer, Mr. J. F. Milne; Hon. Secr*tary, Mr. W. B. Dendy. 
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You cannot do better for your 

client than to advise him to ' 
buy a “Sun Life of Canada” y) y * ! 
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BELGIAN LAWYERS’ RELIEF FUND. 
This fund has been formed with the approval of His Excellency the 
Belgian Minister and in consultation with the War Refugees’ Com- 
mittee, and has the support of the Lord @hancellor, the Lord Chief | 


Phillimore, and also of the Bar Council, the Law Society, the Scriveners’ 
Company, the Society of Public Notaries of London, and the Incor 
porated Society of Provincial Notaries of England and Wales. The 
object of the fund is to provide for the financial need existing amongst 


Justice of England, the Master of the Rolls, and the Lord Justice | Belgian lawyers now refugees in this country, 
£ sd — S2¢l ee , Bad 
Amount elveady ecknowledcced 2085 1 6| Messrs. J. T. Ware & Wilberforce 5 5 0| E. W. Hansell, Esq. ... 220 
. ; Messrs. Merriman & Thirlby 5 5 0/ A. E. Messer, Esq... 220 
FOURTH LIST OF DONATIONS. Messrs. Fooks, Arnold, Chadwick & J. E. Pink, Esq. 220 
The Honourable Society of Gr y's Co, F . 5 5 O| Messrs. Russell & Arnholz ‘ ; 220 
Inn 52 10 0} Messrs. Burch, Whitehead & David Sir Wm. Talbot vas ion 220 
Messrs, Coward, Hawksley, Sons & son iia 5 5 0O| E. H. Tindal Atkinson, Esq. 220 
Chance 21 O O|} Messrs. Slaughter & May 5 5 0} E. Horsman Bailey, Esq. 220 
The Durham and North Yorkshire Sir E. H. Fraser 5 5 0/| Jesse Hinds, Esq. ose 22 0 
Law Society 20 0 G. W. Wesley, Esq. 5 5 0| T. B. Sugden, Esq. 200 
The Hampshire Incorporated Law J. H. Fletcher, Esq. 5 0 O| F. Bramley, Esq. = ’ 1 10 
Society 10 10 W. H. Winterbotham, Esq 5 0 O| H. Shakespeare Badger, Esq. s 18 
Messrs. Lewis & Lew 10 10 O| W. Sheldrake, Es« .- & O 0} W. H. Dauney, Esq. ... ; : 2 8 
1 he Sheffic lal Distr ct In orpo at d Messrs. Jallantyne, C) fford «& Hett 3 3 0 W. R. James, Esq. 1 l 0 
Law Society 10 10 0} Messrs, ¢ apel Cure & Ball 3 3 0| D. Jennings, Esq. ee 1 1 0 
J. Alderson Foote, Esq., K.C. 5 5 0| W. E. Gillett, Esq. ... 3 3 0| H. Waddington, Esq. 148 
Messrs. Ford, Lloyd & Co, 5 5 0/ LL. W. N. Hickley, Esq. 3 3 0/C. R. Forward, Esq. ... 1 10 
8. Garrett, Esq 5 5 0) G. W. Tallents, Esq. 3 3 0| T. Whatley, Esq. ee 
W. English Harrison, Esq., K.C, 5 5 0| H. W. Law, Esq. 3 3 0/|C. B. Thring, Esq. _... 110 
R. A. Pinsent, Esq 5 5 0O| J. H. Munday, Esq. ... 3 3 0/|C.N. T. Jeffreys, Esq. 010 6 
Messrs. Rider, Heaton & Co 5 5 0O| H. W. Richards, Esq. 3 3 0/J. 8. Pollitt, Esq. . 010 6 
Messrs, Sandom, Kersey & Knight 5& 5 O| H. Horsman Coles, Esq. 3 3 0’ F. C. Wayman, Esq. ... , .-- 010 6 
Further subscriptions, which are urgently required, may be sent by | Cook, Secretary, Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C., by whom they 

cheque, crossed ‘‘ The Belgian Lawyers’ Relief Fund,” to Mr, E, R. | will be acknowledged, 





Enemy Aliens 


In the House of Commons on Tuesday, replying to Mr. R. M‘Neill, 
says the J'imes, Sir J. Simon said: The Internment Committee, pre 
sided over by Mr. Justice Sankey, has sat on no Jess than forty 
occasions since it first met on 27th May last, and by working very 
long hours has been able to report to me to-day that it has practically 
finished its work. It has received more than 14,000 applications for 
exemptions from internment, each of which has been dealt with on 
its merits. The largest class of exempted persons consists of those 
who are by race Poles, Czechs, Italians, Alsatians, or the like. British 
subjects have been treated with so much more leniency in Austria and 
Hungary than in Germany that exceptional consideration has been 
given to applications for exemption on the part of Austrians and 


Hungarians 


The figures are as follows :—Out of the 14,117 applications for 
exemption, 7,325 have been refused and 6,092 have been granted. 
There remain 700 cases which have been considered, but their final 


The Repatriation Committee, 


decision waits the result of inquiries. 
Younger, has been devoting 


which is presided over by Mr. Justice 
itself to its task with equal assiduity, but as this branch of the work 
was undertaken later, it has not yet completed its labours. Since the 
present policy was announced, alien enemies, in luding children, have 
been repatriated to the number of 6,302 The additional number 
interned since the new policy was announced is now 9,525. The inter 
ment is proceeding at the rate of aboat 1,000 a week. About 6,000 
remain to be interned, and this process is expected to be completed 
before the end of next month. The House and the country are greatly 
indebted to the two judges and the four members of Parliament (the 
right hon. and gallant gentleman the member for the Epping Division, 
the hon. member for Peebles and Selkirk, the hon. member for the 
tewdley Division, and the hon. member for Newry), to Miss Lawrence 
and Miss Talbot, the ladies who are serving on the Repatriation Com- | 


mittees, and also to the secretaries of the Committees, Mr. Brodrick and 
Mr. Atkins, and the officials who have worked with them, for the en rgy 
=: Seen with which they have carried through their most laborious 
task. 

Mr. R. M'‘Neill asked how many of the 6,002 who had been granted 
exemptions were Germans. 

Sir J. Simon said he had made that inquiry himself, but could not 
give the figures at the moment. But the intention was to analyse the 
figures, and it might be well in the end to issue a White Paper which 
would, under different heads, show how the matter stood. 

Mr. King asked if those that had been granted exemption were 
allowed to leave the country, or did they stay here? 

Sir J. Simon: I think in nearly every case they stay here. It is 
contrary to the policy the Government have adopted to allow alien 
enemies to go to neutral States, at any rate if they are persons of 
military age. In reply to Sir Ivor Herbert, he added that aliens of 
Polish nationality might in most cases fairly be regarded as 
belonging to a friendly race, though belonging to an enemy 
State, and the Government had had regard rather to their friendly race 
than to the enemy State to which they belonged. . 








Revising Barristers. 

The following letter appeared in the Z'imes of 26th July ;— 

Sir,—Will you allow me—a revising barrister—to state through the 
columns of the 7'imes the hardship, nay, more, the injustice, which the 
Bill at present before the House imposes on revising barristers? The 
Bill proposes to ‘‘ annul our appointments,”’ and so to deprive us, with 
roughly a month’s notice, of our salaries. We are fully aware that 
the appointments of revising barristers are not in form continuous. 
In substance such appointments have been regularly made since 1645, 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOoOORGATTE 


ZL.ONLPOoOMm, Z21.cC. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 
Suitable Clauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 08 


application. 
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and in the present year we have all received our appointments from 
the judges. To annul them is no doubt within the competence of 
Parliament. I venture to suggest that such a course is neither just nor 
equitable. In any circumstances it is a serious matter, by a stroke of 
the pen, to deprive a body of men of a third or half—in some cases it 
is the whole—of their income ; and it seems almost incredible that such 
a thing should be done without warning, with no previous notice, and 
indeed at a moment when professional work is almost at a standstill. 
We are now in the position of having completed our personal arrange 
ments for the revision. In my own case my daily list of sittings has 
gone out. I have consulted agents and notified town clerks. I have, 
as usual, taken a house from whence I should have revised two of my 
divisions, and have thus incurred expense which I most assuredly should 
have avoided had any hint been given me that my salary was not to be 
paid. Several of us, to my knowledge, are in the same position. We 
have done work upon a promise of payment; we have incurred 
expense upon a pledge of indemnity. The County Electors Act, 
1888, section 9, is as follows :—‘‘ Every barrister appointed to 
revise any list of voters . . . shall be paid by way 
of remuneration to him and every such barrister after the 
termination . . . shall forward his appointment to the Commissioners 
to the Treasury, who shall make an order for the payment of such 
sum to every such barrister.’’ It may be said that, inasmuch as there 
are to be no elections for a year, the revision is useless and its cost 
ought to be saved. Such argument would have had force six months 
ago before Mr. Asquith’s statement that ‘“‘ the registration of voters 
would be continued, inasmuch as a great part of the expense had been 
already incurred’; and before our appointments had been delivered 
to us. We are fully alive to the necessity of economy in the country. 
We venture to think that it should be economy all round ; economy in 
which all persons, salaried or otherwise, should share and that those 
who desire to practise this particular form of virtue should at least 
have full knowledge of its meaning to 1s. 
I am, Sir, vours faithfully, 
Joun E. Raven. 
4, Plowden-buildings, Temple, 23rd July. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society, 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) 
were successful at the Preliminary Examination held on 7th and 8th 
July, 1915. 


Bettinson, Harold Richard 
Brooks, Gerald Harris 
Comins, Richard Innes 
Dixon, Percy Nicholson, Geoffrey 
Downes, Donald Rathbone Page, Stanley Clarence Martel 
Egerton, Benedict Bernard Piers Pape, William Rochester 
Fisher, Stanley Joseph Pearce, William Henry 
Fleming, William Rithet Simpson, Cyril Marmaduks 
Grundy, George Fielding Spink, Harold 
Guise, Christopher Probyn Swinburne, Hugh Leslie 
Hallam, George Francis Tempest, Norman 
Hatry, Eric Vivian Watson, Cyril Howard 
Lander, Herbert James 
No. of candidates, 48; passed, 25. 
By order of the Council, 
E. R. Coox, Secretary. 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
23rd July, 1915. 


Longfield, William Vincent 
Morten, Hamish Macpherson 
Nevill, Robert 








Obituary. 
Mr. Guy Proudfoot-Cooke. 


Sub-Lieutenant Guy Proudfoot Cooke, R.N.V.R., Nelson Battalion, 
R.N.D., the only child of Mr. and Mrs. David Frederick Cooke, of 
29, Bushey Park-gardens, Teddington, who has been killed at the Dar- 
danelles, was born on 27th February, 1894, and was educated at Up- 
pingham (for which he gained a Classical scholarship), and afterwards 
at Westminster, were he was in the 0.T.C. He subsequently entered 
for and passed with distinction the Preliminary Law Examination, and 
was articled to his father in March, 1913. Early in that year he joined 
the R.N.V.R., London, and as a leading seaman was in the operations 
at Antwerp. He was gazetted sub-lieutenant in January last, and left 
for the East on 1st March. He was an excellent musician, and studied 
at the Guildhall School of Music. He was also a good swimmer and 
a member of the Otter Swimming Club. 


Mr. Leonard N. Walford. 


Lieutenant Leonard Nithsdale Walford, 12th London Regiment 
(Rangers), was educated at Mowden School, Brighton, and joined the 
Officers Training Corps of Brighton College. He was a law student at 








London University and the Middle Temple. He was in command in 
Flanders of the 14th and 16th platoons when the Rangers on 8th May 
received the command to go up to the support of the 3rd Monmouth 
Regiment, and there being a slight crest, Lieutenant Walford went on 
some 100 yards in front for the purpose of reconnoitring. At this 
time shells were falling in hundreds, and on his attaining the height 
of the crest a line of shells fell on either side of him and one high 
explosive burst within six feet of him, and he was never seen again. 
Lieutenant Walford ~was the only son of Mr. and Mrs. Edward John 
Walford, of 12, Langford-place, N.W. 


Legal News. 





Appointments. 

Mr. Srpney Howarp Pomeroy, a member of the firm of Messrs. 
Pomeroy & Son, of Bristol, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer oaths. Mr. Pomeroy was admitted in January, 1909 

Mr. J. Scorr Fox, K.C., has been appointed Judge of County Courts 
on Circuit 7 (Birkenhead and Salford), in place of his Honour Judge 
Gurner, deceased. 

The Board of Trade have appointed Mr. Joun Osporne Morris, 
Official Receiver for the Bankruptcy District of the County Court 
holden at Canterbury, to be also Official Receiver for the Bankruptcy 
Districts of the County Courts holden at Rochester and Maidstone aa 
from 3rd August, 1915, 





General. 


In the House of Lords, on 26th July, Viscount Haldane presented a 
Bill to amend the law of real property and conveyancing, but said he 
did not intend to proceed further with it at present. The Bill was read 
a first time. 

In the House of Commons, on 26th July, in reply to Mr. King, Mr. 
Asquith said: The Rhodes Scholarships held at Oxford by Germans 
are in abeyance, and nothing has been, or can be, paid in respect of 
them during the war. It would require special legislation to divert 
these scholarships to other purposes, which in present circumstances I 
am not prepared to initiate. 

In the House of Commons, on Wednesday, Lord R. Cecil, replying 
to Mr. King, said: The Berlin Act provides machinery by which 
belligerent powers possessing territories in the free-trade zone in 
Africa may, with the consent of the other belligerents, neutralize such 
possessions for the period of the war. It does not, however, impose 
any binding obligation on any power to take this course. The question 
of neutralizing the territories of the present belligerents in the free 
trade zone was carefully considered during the early days of last 
August, but the events which occurred in Africa during the first ten 
days of the war rendered such a course impossible 

In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Pennefather asked the 
President of the Board of Trade if he was aware that letters had been 
issued by Customs authorities demanding from exporters, under severe 
penalties, proof that foods which had, under permits from the War 
Trade Department, heen consigned to the Netherlands Oversea Trust, 
had not reached enemy destination. Mr. Acland, who replied, said : 
The letters in question have been issued in pursuance of the powers con- 
ferred upon the Board of Customer ard Excise by section 5 (1) of the 
Customs (War Powers) Act, 1915, and 1 see no reason why they should 
be withdrawn. The Board igform me, however, that in the case of 
goods exported under licence specifying the Netherlands Oversea Trust 
as the consignee, they are content with evidence that the goods have 
in fact reached the* Trust. 








The public are cautioned to be sure of obtaining the genuine 
‘Oxford Sectional Bookcase, as exhibifed at ‘‘ Ideal Homes” and 
other exhibitions, — of which may be obtained free from the 
sole inventors and manufacturers, William Baker & Co., Oxford. 
Avoid imitations, which, although similar in name and goneral appear- 
ance, are quite differently constructed, of inferior finish, and more 
expensive. The ‘‘ Oxford’ is only genuine when connected with the 
name of Wittiam Baker & Co.—(Advt.) 


Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

London Gazette.—¥Rrivay, July 23. 


C. BERTRAN!, Ltp—Creditors are required, onor before Ang 24, to send in their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John R. Stephens 
78, Coleman st. liquidator. 

H. Gress & Co, Lrp. (In VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 21, to rend their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to George Frederick Richardson, 24, Queen Victoria at, liquidator. 

Moss BAY HEMATIT® IRON AND FTERL Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Aug 23, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims. to Sir Williom Barclay Peat, 125. Rnasden tq, Barrow in Furnes-, liquidator. 

Motor CAR AND HAULAGE Co, Lrp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Rictmrd Thomas Jackson, 9, Mawdsley st, Bolton, liquidator. 
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Mountain Queen, Ltp. (In VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Cred ‘tors are requir: d, on or 
before Sept 17. to send their names and addresses, and psrticulars of their debts 
and claims, to William Ernest Treweek, Finsbury Houre, Blomfield st, liqu'dator. 

BALVOR, LTD,—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 31, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Fawley Juige, 
Quay st, Hull, liquidator. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette—TCESDAY, July 27. 


CHICKENLEY HEATH COLLIERY (0, Ltp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Sept 14, to send their names and addresses, and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to Henry Child, Manor House, Whitkirk, nr Leeds, 
liquidator. 

MOUNTAIN QuEEN Lp. (In VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Sept 17, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts and 
claims, to William Ernest Treweek, Finsbury House, Blomfle'd st, liquidator. 

T. SYNDICATE, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 11, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Duncan 
Douglas Robertson, 400 to 402, Moorgate Station chmbrs, liquidator. 

THERESE HEYMANN STEAMSHIP, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 20, to 
sendin their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, 
te William Ropner, West Hartlepool, liquidator. 

WINDSOR AND AsOoT ENGINEERING Co, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 
24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William P. Keeling, Finsbury sq, liquidator. 


—~ 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, July 23. 


Bia-Clee Amusements Co, Ltd Whitgift Steamship Co, Ltd. 
Glyorhonwy Slate Quarry Co, Ltd. Aeroplane Construction Co, Ltd. 
W. H. Newman, Ltd. Woodfield Manufacturing Co, Ltd, 
Mayfair Properties, Lt 1, Yatton Market Co, Ltd. 
Mountain Queen, Ltd. Linscott's Ltd. 

Biggleswade Co-operative Society, Ltd. Halifax Flour Society, Ltd. 
Cardiff Fruit Brokers, Ltd. Bryant Trading Syndicate, Ltd, 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, July 27. 


Mack's (Swansea), Ltd. 

Beavfort Institute, Ltd. 

< and Plasmarl Club Building Co, 
Ltd. 

Helford Native Oyster Co, Ltd, 

London Gas Controller, Ltd. 

Peruvian Mining Trust, Ltd. 

Parisian Hat Co, Ltd. 

R. P. Swain & ©», Ltd. 

Le Comte, Ltd. 


Murray's Steamship and Tourist Agency, 
Ltd 


Hermann Schrader & Co, Ltd 

Cahoun and Copra Trust, Ltd 

Agilete Lagos Rubber Estates, Ltd. 
Hilaton Electric Theatre, Ltd. 

Loom Power Saving, Ltd. 

© pthall Assets, Ltd 

Therese Heymann Steamship, Ltd. 
Cowey Automobile Suspension Co, Ltd. 
Coweys, Ltd. 


Creditors’ Notices. 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
London Gazette. —TUksvay, July 20. 


AMOS, } tae Byron, Pivington Pluckley, K nt July 31 Hallett & Co, Ashford 
cent , : 


ANDERSON AROHIBALD, Oxford sq, 'lyde Park Aug 31 
BABINGTON, Sanan, Leck, Staffs Aug 31 


lliffe & Co, Bedford row 
Dewes & Musson, Ashby de la Z.uch 


BARLOW, ALICE JAN®, Binfleldrd, Clapham Aug 16 K ngsbury & Turner, Brixton rd 
BARWELL, THOMAS, Porchester®q Aug 24 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
BAYLEY, FLIZABETH, Sussex gdns Aug 20 Lee & Co, The Sanctuary, Westminster 
Bower, Jonny, Acton, Middix Augi5 Davidson & Co, Bank bidgs, Acton 
CHAMPNESS, ELIZABETH, Scuthwark Bridge rd, Southwark Aug18 Russel!, Broadway 
Bexley Heath ° 
CHISLetr, Francis Hereert OAKLEY, Worthing Augi6é Marsh, Worthing 
COWELL, ALBERT VICTOR JOHN, Bedale, Yorks Aung 31 Williams & Tremayne, Char. 
ing cross 
Curry, Mary ANN,Sonth Shields Augilé Hannay & Hannay, Sonth Shields 
Dew, MARTHA, Bexhill Aug 2) Bretherton & Murton Neale, Tunbridge Wells 
Farner, Maurice, Funcha!, Madeira Aug 28 Worthington & Co, Nicholas In 
Ferovsoyx, JoHN WILLIAM, Camperdown, Northumberland, Innkeeper Aug 2 
Maughan & Hall, Newca:tle upow Tyne 
FipbY, HERBERT RoseRT, and Emma Eviza Fippr, St Peters, Norwich July 31 Shreeve, 
Priory Plain, Great Yarmouth 
Fitz, GeorGk RopeERt, Palace Gardens ter, Kensington Aug3l Trinder & Co, 
Leadenhall! st 
FORBES, AGNES MILLICENT, Cosham, Hants Aug 31 Biddle & Co, Aldermsnbury 
FRAYLING, ADELAIDE Louisa, Kingston on Thames July 31 Carn, Kingston on 
Thames 
GOLDSTONE, FRANCES ELizA, Bath Sept 1 Stone & Co, "ath 
Goven, Owgs, Lower Whitley, Chester. Farmer Aug 28 Davies & Co, Warrington 
HANcocK, EDWIN JOHN BENJAMIN HILL HeMBgY, Sneyd Park, Bristol Sept 29 Burges 
& Sloan, Bi istol 
Harwoop, JoHN THOMAS, Southampton Aug2} Waller & Thornbaek, Southampton 
HAWKINS, Groros HeeBert, Cowfold, Sussex Aug 25 Eager, Horsham 
Heap, Sister CAROLINE SARAH, Belper, Derby Aug 16 Troughton, Gravesend 
Hooper, Eowarp Henry, Bridgwater, Draper Augill Bishop & Tyler, Br.dgwater, 
Hopson, MARK, Aston, Birmingham Ang 31 Baker & Ce, Birmingham 
HuwME, ELizapetH, Cheltenham Aug 20 Heath & Eckersal!, Cheltenham 
INGLES, ELizapetn, Charibury, Oxford Aug 31 Trinder & Ce, Leadenhall st 
Jones, GEORGE WILLCOX, Bath, Surgeon Dentist Aug 30 Collins,& Simmons, Bath 
LAMBERT, ELIzA, \Evering rd, Upper Clapton Aug 23 Tatham & Co, Queen Vic 
toria st 
Latrar, ANN, Chichester Aug31 Rob'nson, Ryde, Isle of Wight 
LeFYWICH, SARAH. High st, Peckham Aug 20 Watson, Bedford row 
MACLACHLAN, KENNETH DOUGLAS MACKENZIE, Piccadilly, Capt in Seaforth High- 
landers Aug20 Kerly & Co, Austio Friars 
MAInMAN, JonN, Exeter Aug 17 Brown, junr, Exeter 
McCLEVERTY,'Rev Ropert, St Chad's Vicaraze, Stafford 
at, Westminster 
Morratt, Morrat JOHN HERBERTSON BERNSTONE HYMAN, Tuebrook, Liverpool, Ship's 
Steward Aug3l McKenna, Liverpool 
Nose, WiLrrip, Darlington, Contractor’s Engineer 
Darlington 
PavY, ANGELIQUE MINIFIEZ, Wroughton, Wilts 
chester st 
Povey, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Locomotive Engine Driver Aug 31 
chester 
RoperTs, SopHtIA, Twyford, Bucks 
RKopingon JOHN Davip, Gateshead on Tyne 
upon Tyne 
Rosson, ANDREW, Nottir gham, Hairdresser Aug 30 Turner & Co, Nottingham 
Rooke, Mary EMILY, Stevenage, Herts Aug 14 Veasey, Baldock. Herts 
SaearpD, THOMAS JoHN WALKER, Oxford Aug 23 Sheard & Co, Clement's inn 
STEWART, SAMUEL, Ardwick, Manchester, Saddier July 31 Moon, Manchester 
STYLE, MARY ANN, Weston super Mare Augil9 Michell, Wellington, Somerset 
TATE, ROBERT Morrison, North Shields Aug 20 Brown & Holliday, North Shields 
TAYLOR, ALFRED, Sheffield Aug 20 Neal & Co, Sheffield 
VAN RAALTE, GeorGE WILLIAM FERDINAND, Withingtow, Manche.ter, 
Manager Aug 17 Boote & Co, Manchester 
VERRALL, | ELIZABETH GLOVER, Shafte bury rd,“Ravenscourt Park Augi6 Pengelly 
Exeter 
VineR-JOHNSON, PERCY JOSEPH VINER, South Africa, Assistant Resident Magistrate JP 
Aug 23 Belcher, Bedford 1ow 
WADE ANNIE, Burslem, Staffs Augil7 Hunthach, Hanley, Stoke on Trent 
Woop, Repurt, Sheffield, Engineer Aug 23 Kesteven, Sheffield 


Aug 20 Fearon & Co, Victoria 
Aug 31 Wooler & Wooler, 
Lyne & H, Iman, Gt Win- 
Lawson & Co, Man- 


Sept 1 


Avug24 Truman, Bicester, Oxon 
Aug 20 Mather & Dickinson, Newcastle 


Merchant, 








Butchers Great 


PRIME, CHARLES, and EDWARD PRIME 
Yarmouth 


Great Yarmouth, | GASKELL, PeTER, Pemberton, nr Wigan, Coiller July 31 at 


Pet July 8 Ord 1l Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette—FriDay, July 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS 


Barrstow, HARRY, Bradford, Auctioneer 
July 19 Ord July 19, 

BATEMAN, REGINALD, Cavendish parade, 
Clapham Common, Grocer Wandsworth 
Ord July 21 

BooTtu, WILLIAM, Bradford, Builder 
21 Ord July 21 

Burkows, WILLIAM SELLARS, ARTHUR STEPHEN 
BuRROWS, and WILLIAM HinpEs Burrows, Sheffield, 
Tea Merchants Sheffield Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

CAMERON, JAMES, Otley, Yorks Leeds Pet July 17 Ord 
July 17 

Cones, ABRAHAM LEVY, Queen Anne's mans, St James’ 
Park, Company Director HighConrt Pet June 7 
Ord July 20 

COmOLLY, Sarnau G, Edgware rd 
Ord July 20 

DALTON, JOHN WILLIAM, Brentwood, Essex Chelmsford 
Pet May $1 Ord Jaly 12 

DINNEWELL, WILLIAM, North Frodingham, Yorks, Grocer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

EVANS, JAMES, Camborne, Cornwall, Fruiterer 
Pet July 2) Ord July 20 

GRACK, GEORGE, Portslade by Sea, Sussex, Carting Con- 
tractor Brighton Pet July 21 Ord July 21 

HitcHEN, ALICE WELLESLEY, Kensington Garden 
Bayswater Brighto: Pet June 26 Ord July 19 

JouNnson, WILLIAM BERTRAM, Leicester, Baker Leicester 
PetJuly 21 Ori July 21 

Jones, Lewis, Trecynon, 
Pet July7 Ord July 19 

LANDERS, MICHAEL, Gelli, Pentre,Glam, Collier Ponty- 
pridd Pet July 21 Ord July 21 

Lek, EDWARD, Macclesfield, Furniture Dealer Maccles- 
fleld Pet July 8 OrdJ 20 

MacLaean, JAMES, ERNEST'GORDON HILLS, and EDWARD 

Hexky DInGLE, Golders Green, Middix, Art 
Furnishers Barnet Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Moors, BENJAMiy, Burnley, Printer Burnley Pet July 
21 Ord July 21 

Pornton, JoHN FrepeRick, Lichfield, Butcher Walsall 
Pet July 19 Ord Jaly 19 


Bradford Pet 


South Side, 
Pet July 21 


Bradford Pet July 


High Court Pet May 11 


Truro 


Aberdare, Grocer Aberdare 


} 
a, | 


| CONOLLY, SARAH G,' Edgware rd Aug 4 at 12 


July 19 
Prine, T H R, and H P fHompson, Norfolk st, Strand 
High Court Pet May 18 Ord July 21 
RICHARDSON, Frank, Keighley Yorks, Motor Body 
Builder Bradford Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
Ropinsos, WILLIAM Hewry, Weaste, Siiford, Slaughter- 
man Salford Pet July 19 Ord July 19 


RooeRs, Harry, Manseiton, Swansea, Buijder Swansea | 


Pet June 4 Ord July 22 

STERN, SAMUBL, Elgin ct, Maida Vale, Variety Artist High 
Ceurt Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Topp, GgorGE RicHaRD, Aldwark, Yorks, Canteen Waiter 
York PetJuly 19 Ord July 19 

TRIM, ERNEST WILLIAM, Cleethorpes, 
Grimsby Pet July 2i Ord July 21 

TYL#R, ARTHUR OsMOND, Margats 
June 2% Ord July 17 

WALLS, Henry Earnest, Wheldrake, 
York Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

WHEELER, Guonoe AaTuur, Kirkham, Lancs, 
Preston Pet July 17 Ord July 17 

WILLIAMS, JAMES, bw Vale, Mcn, Grocer 
Pet Jaly 5 Ord July 19 


Printer Great 
Canterbury Pet 
Yorks, Grocer 
Boot Dealer 


Tredegar 


WOOLDRIDGE, ALEXANDER, Shepherdswell, Kent, Wheel- | 


wright Canterbury Pet July 20 Ord July 20 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ANDERSON, Sherwood, Nottingham, Pork 
Butcher 
st, Nottingham 

Barrstow, Haragy, Bradford, Auctioneer Aug 4 at 11 
Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

BARTON, JosEra, Bridlington, 
July 30 at 4 Of Kee, 
borough 

Brows, Henry Gores, Madeley, Salop, Grocer Aug 7 
at 11.30 Off R c, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Com, ERNEST EpwaRD, Bushey Heath, Herts, Butcher 
July 30 at 11.30 14, Bedfurd row ; 

CouBN, ABRAHAM LEVY, Queen Anne's mans, St James 
Pak, Company Director Aug4 at 1 Bankruptcy 


bidgs, Carey st 
Bankruptcy 


ARTHUR, 


Yorks, Linen Draper 


48, Westborough, Scar- 


bidgs, Carey st 


July 31 at 11 Off Rec, 4,Custle pl, Park | 


HASWELL, FREDERICK, Boughton, Chester, Painter July 31 
at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 
Hunt, JAMES HENRY PHILLIP, Bedwas, Mon, Baker July 
30 atill Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
JOHNSON, ERNEST WILLIAM, Norwich, Engineer Aug 3at 1 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
| LANDERS, MICHAEL, Gelli, Pentre, Collier Aug 4 at 11.15 
Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine st, Ponty- 


pridd 
PARKER, FRANCIS, Greenwieh, Chartered Secretary 
July 30at1l 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 
Pornron, JOHN FREDERICK, Lichfield, Butcher Aug 5 at 
12 Off Rec, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhampton 
Paine, T H R, and H P Tuompson, Norfolk st, Strand 
Aug4at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
RICHARDSON, FRANK, Keighley, Motor Body Builder 
Aug 3at3 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
RopeRrTs, HUMPHREY, Birmingham, Live Stock Salesman 
| Aug 3at12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Bir- 
| mingham 
| RoBinson, WILLIAM HENRY, Weaste, Salford, Lancs, 
Slaughterman July 30at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 
Rocers, HakRy, Manselton, Swansea, Builder July 30 
atil Off Rec, Government bidgs, 8t Mary st, Swan- 


sea 

RYLAND, WALTER ERNEST, Birmingham, Printer Aug 3 
at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporativn st, Bir- 
mingham 

SINCLAIR, ToM, Stanwix, Carlisle, Builder 

, Fisher st, Carlisle 

STERN, SAMUEL, Elgin ct, Maida Vale, Variety Artist 
Aug 4at 11 —— bidgs, Carey st 

Topp, Groroe RicHarD, Yerk, Canteen Waiter Aug 3 
at3 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

ALBERT, and ROBERT BELL, Colne, Lancs, 

Off Rec 13, 


Aug 3 atll 


TOMLINSON, 
Washing Machine Makers July 31 at 11 
Winckley st, Preston 

| TRAVERS, GEORGE Epwarkp, Old Trafford nr Manchester, 
Professional Footballer July 30 at3 Off Rec, Byrom 
st, Manchester 

| WALLS, Henry ERnest, Wheldrake, Yorks, Grocer Aug 3 
at 3.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

WOOLDRIDGE, ALEXANDER, Shepherdswell, Kent, Wheel- 
wright July 30 at 10.45 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, 
Canterbury 

















